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WASHINGTON, D.C. 
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Pages 19195-19435 

PART I 



HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published in this issue. Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 

HIGHWAY SAFETY—DoT procedural regulations for invok¬ 
ing sanctions; effective 5-31—74 . 19205 

UPWARD-BOUND PROGRAMS—HEW issues new criteria 

for selection of applications; effective 5-31—74 19216 

ADULT EDUCATION—HEW proposes guidelines and reg¬ 
ulations for State programs; comments before 7-2-74 19224 

HIGHER EDUCATION—HEW promulgates regulations gov¬ 
erning operation of State Student Incentive Grant Program; 
effective 6-30-74 .... .... 19213 

ALIENS—Justice Department regulation concerning con¬ 
ditions against unauthorized employment; effective 
7-1-74 ... . 19201 

MEATS—USDA proposes to allow importation of unde¬ 
natured products for pet food; comments by 8-9-74 . 19222 

(Continued inside) 


AGENCIES WHICH PUBLISHED IN MAY—Finding 

aid listing dates of publication by agencies. 19430 


PART II: 

AIRPORT AID PROGRAM—FAA revises require¬ 
ments and procedures for administration; effective 
7-1-74 .. 19347 

PART III: 

RAIL SERVICE—DoT supplemental proposal on 
standards for determining continuation subsidies; 
comments by 6-17-74.... __..__ 19361 

PART IV: 

WAGE DETERMINATIONS—Labor Department de¬ 
cisions for Federal and federally assisted construe- 
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(The Items In this list were editorially complied as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or inclusion from this list has no 
legal significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder, It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 

This list Includes only rules that were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register after Octo¬ 
ber 1,1972. 

page no. 

and date 

FCC—Commercial radio operators; dele¬ 
tion of certain limitations on scope of 
operating authority of ship radio tele¬ 
phone operator permits . 15128; 

5-1—74 

—Public safety radio services; licens¬ 
ing of school bus operators. 

15129; 5-1-74 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT—Yellowfin 
tuna; miscellaneous amendments. 

15131; 5-1-74 
ICC—Temporary authority applications 
under section 210a(a) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act; State registra¬ 
tion of emergency temporary and 
temporary authority.. 12010; 4-2-74 
LABOR DEPARTMENT—Maritime Safety 
and Health regulations; protection 

against drowning. 15124; 5-1-74 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT/CUSTOMS 
SERVICE—Warehouses, container sta¬ 
tions, control of merchandise therein. 

15117; 5-1-74 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


NEW ANIMAL DRUGS—FDA provides for safe use of 
dexamethasone bolus in cattle and horses; effective 
5-31-74 ____-..- 19205 

VIRUSES, SERUMS, TOXINS. AND OTHER ANALOGOUS 
PRODUCTS—USDA relaxes certain diluent requirements 
for vaccines ----- 19202 

PUBLIC INFORMATION—HEW sets schedule of fees for 
certain services; effective 5-31-74 . 19212 

MEETINGS— 

Agriculture Department: Expert Panel on Nitrites and 

Nitrosamines, 6-19-74 .-. 19246 

Rock Creek Advisory Committee, 6-25-74 . 19246 

HEW: Board of Scientific Advisors, National Eye Insti¬ 
tute. 7-11-74 . 19250 

President's Cancer Panel, (2 documents), 7-2 

and 7-30—74 . 19250 

Panel on Review of Antimicrobial Agents, 6-1 and 

6-2-74 ......~. 19248 

National Advisory Council on Indian Education, 6-17 

and 6-18-74 .....~... 19249 

Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation: Ad¬ 
visory Board, 6-20-74 .—. 19256 

Interior Department: Elko, Nev. Grazing District Advisory 

Board, 6-28-74 19243 

Shoshone District Advisory Board, 7-2-74 .— 19243 


Colorado State Multiple Use Advisory Board, 6-27 

and 6-28-74 ...... 19242 

Annual Regulations Conference for Migratory Shore 

and Upland Game Birds. 6-25-74 .,. 19244 

Labor Labor Research Advisory Council Committees, 

6-11, 6-12 and 6-13-74 .. ... 19321 

Civil Rights Commission: State Advisory Committees: 

Indiana, 6-8-74 ....— 19262 

Kansas, 6-7-74 ....... 19262 

Massachusetts, 6-4-74 ..-... 19262 

Pennsylvania, 6-4-74 . 19263 

Vermont, 6-4—74 ...---- 19263 

West Virginia, 6-7-74 _ __^.. 19263 

FCC: Cable Television Technical Advisory Committee, 

6-12-74 . .... . 19268 

Commerce: Computer Peripherals, Components and Re¬ 
lated Test Equipment Technical Advisory Committee, 

6-19-74 ..-.. 19247 

Telecommunications Equipment Technical Advisory 

Committee, 6-18-74 . 19268 

Civil Service Commission: Federal Employees Pay Coun¬ 
cil, (2 documents), 6-5, and 6-12-74 .- 19263 

National Advisory Committee on Oceans and Atmos¬ 
phere. 6-17 and 6-18-74 .. ... 19317 

Transportation: Ad Hoc Subcommittee on Transporta¬ 
tion Quality, 6-10, 6-11 and 6-12-74 . . 19256 

DoD: Defense Communications Agency Scientific Ad¬ 
visory Group, 6-3-74 . 19238 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board, 6-4 and 6-5-74.. 19238 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 


Rules 

Limitation of handling: 

Lemons grown In California 

and Arizona-19219 

Limes grown in Florida- 19220 

Oranges (Valencia) grown in 

Arizona and California-19219 

Grade standards; raisins (proc¬ 
essed) _ 19218 

Proposed Rules 
Milk marketing orders: 

Minneapolis-St. Paul area- 19221 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service; Forest Serv¬ 
ice. 


AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

USAF Scientific Advisory 
Board . 19238 

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 

SERVICE 
Rules 

Quarantined areas; brucellosis_ 19201 

Vaccine packaging; miscellaneous 

amendments_ 19202 

Proposed Rules 
Importation: 

Undentured. inedible meat and 
meat products_ 19222 


Notices 

Meeting: 

Expert Panel on Nitrites and 


Nitrosamines- 19246 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Carolina Power & Light Co- 19256 

Connecticut Light and Power 

Co., et al_ 19257 

Consolidated Edison Company 

of New York, Inc- 19257 

Duke Power Co_ 19257 

Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power 

Corp_ 19257 

Virginia Electric and Power Co. 19257 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

Air Afrique_ 19258 

Delta Air Lines. Inc- 19258 

International Air Transport As¬ 
sociation (2 documents)_ 19258. 

19261 

Philippine Air Lines_ 19259 

Southern Airways, Inc- 19260 

Wells Fargo Air Express, Inc— 19261 

World Airways. Inc., and Korean 
Air Lines Co., Ltd_ 19261 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Indiana_ 19262 

Kansas_ 19262 


Massachusetts - 19262 

Pennsylvania- 19263 

Vermont_ 19263 

West Virginia_ 19263 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal Pay Council (2 docu¬ 
ments) _‘_ 19263 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Mari¬ 
time Administration; National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad¬ 
ministration. 

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE OF PROD¬ 
UCTS AND SERVICES FOR THE BLIND 
AND OTHER SEVERELY HANDICAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement list 1974; additions 
(2 documents) _ 19263 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

Notices 

Impact statement; notice of avail¬ 
ability __ 19263 

DEFENSE COMMUNICATIONS AGENCY 
Notices 

Meetings: 

DCA Scientific Advisory Group. 19238 
(Continued on next page ) 
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CONTENTS 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

See Defense Communications 
Agency ; Air Force Department, 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Computer Peripherals, Compo¬ 
nents and Related Test Equip¬ 
ment Technical Advisory 
Committee _ 19247 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Rules 

Direct project grant and contract 


programs; Higher Education 

Programs_19211 

State administered programs; 

State Student Incentive Grant 

Program_19213 

Public Information Act; fee sched¬ 
ule _ 19212 

Upward Bound; criteria for the 
funding of applications_19216 

Proposed Rules 

Adult Education Act: 

State Adult Education Pro¬ 
grams _ 19223 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National Advisory Council on 
Indian Education_ 19249 


EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum wages for Federal and 
federally assisted construction; 
decisions, modifications and 
supersedeas decisions_ 19347 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


Rules 

Pesticide chemicals in or on raw 
agricultural commodities; toler¬ 
ances and exemptions from 
tolerances; leptophos- 19208 

Proposed Rules 

Approval and promulgation of im¬ 
plementation plans: 

South Carolina_ 19229 

Notices 

Establishment of temporary toler¬ 
ance: 

Interregional Research Project 

No. 4.-. 19266 

3M Co__ 19266 

Receipt of applications for pesti¬ 
cide registration; data to be con¬ 
sidered in support- 19267 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Airworthiness directives:. 

Beech Models_ 19202 

Enstrom Helicopters- 19202 

Mitsubishi..— 19203 

Airport Aid Program; revised re¬ 
quirements for administration- 19347 

Hattiesburg. Miss.; transition 
area: correction_ 19203 

IFR operations; VOR equipment 
check__ 19203 

Standard instrument approach 
procedures_ 19204 


Notices 


Continental Operations Range 
segments; restricted area pro¬ 
posed _ 

Greenbrier Valley Airport, W. Va.; 
commissioning airport traffic 

control tower_ 

Pan American Broadcasting Corp.; 
petition for grant of review_ 


19252 

19255 

19256 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 


Requests for public inspection 

copies_ 19216 

FM broadcast stations; table of 
assignments; Florida_19216 

Proposed Rules 

Television stations; table of as¬ 
signments; Nebraska_ 19230 

U.S.-Mexico FM Broadcasting 
Agreement; educational chan¬ 
nels; extension of time_ 19230 

FM and television broadcast sta¬ 
tions, multiple ownership of 
standard; order changing dates 
of oral argument_ 19230 


Notices 


Domestic public radio services; 

applications accepted for filing- 19270 
Hearings , etc.; 

Columbia Montour Broadcast¬ 
ing Co- 19268 

David Ortiz Radio Corp. and 
Southwestern Broadcasting 

Corp__ 19272 

Western Connecticut Broad¬ 
casting Co. and Radio Stam¬ 
ford, Inc_ 19273 

Meetings: 

Cable Television Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee_ 19268 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notices 


Cities Service Gas Co_ 19276 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co_ 19276 

Community Public Service Co-- 19282 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp- 19280 

Cox, Edwin L_ 19277 

Distrigas Corp. et al_ 19276 

Duke Power Co_ 19278 

El Paso Natural Gas Co_ 19280 

Escondido Mutual Water Co_ 19284 

Exxon Corp_ 19283 

Ford Motor Co_ 19281 

Georgia Power Co_ 19284 

Houston Oil & Minerals Corp— 19284 

Interstate Power Co_ 19277 

Lone Star Producing Co_ 19277 

Metropolitan Edison Co_ 19281 

Minnesota Power and Light Co- 19278 

Missouri Edison Co_ 19278 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp— 19285 

Owens-Illinois, Inc_ 19281 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

Co- 19278 

Pennzoil Co_ 19278 

Phillips Petroleum Co_ 19281 

Southern California Edison Co- 19282 

Southern Natural Gas Co_ 19282 

Sun Oil Co_ 19279 

Texas Eastern Transmission 

Corp —. 19283 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 

Corp —- 19279 

Transwestem Pipeline Co_ 19282 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. and 
Florida Gas Transmission Co- 19279 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Formation of bank holding com¬ 
panies, etc.: 

Red line Insurance, Inc_ 19286 

Southwest Kansas Banc Shares, 

Inc . 19285 

Swedlund Management Co_ 19286 

United Carolina Bancshares Corp.; 
acquisition_ 19287 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 


Inter-Agency Fair Housing Data 
Evaluation Project; commence¬ 
ment _ 19274 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK BOARD 

Proposed Rules 

Federal savings and loan system; 
electronic funds transfer; ex¬ 
tension of comment period_ 19236 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Natural gas companies; annual 
report of proved domestic gas 
reserves; extension of time_ 19236 

Notices 

Certificates of convenience and 
necessity; rate schedules, etc.; 
certain companies_ 19274 

FPC Annual Report Forms Nos. 1 

and 2; extension of time- 19283 

Hearings, etc.: 

Alabama Power Co_ 19283 

Amoco Production Co_ 19279 

Arizona Public Service Co_ 19280 

Ashland Oil, Inc.. 19276 


Sport fishing; Lacreek National 
Wildlife Refuge. South Dakota- 19218 

Notices 

Dismal Swamp Study; date 

change of public hearing_ 19245 

National Audubon Society; en¬ 
dangered species permit; receipt 

of application_ 19245 

Meetings: 

Annual Regulations Conference 
for Migratory and Upland 

Game Birds_ 19244 

Off-road vehicles; use on units of 
National Wildlife Refuge Sys¬ 
tem _ 19244 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

New animal drugs; dexametha- 
sone bolus_ 19205 

Notices 

Preparations to stimulate bile 
flow; withdrawal of new drug 

application approval_ 19249 

Meetings: 

Panel on Review of Antimicro¬ 
bial Agents_ 19248 
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forest service 

Notices 

Cascade Head Scenic-Research 
Area; Siuslaw National Forest; 
availability of environmental 
statement - 19246 

Meetings: 

Rock Creek Advisory Commit¬ 
tee _ 19246 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Government-wide Automated 
Data Management Sendees; fu¬ 
ture system plans _ 19208 

Telecommunications; future sys¬ 
tem plans - 19209 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Food 
and Drug Administration; Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. 

Notices 

Professional Standards Review 
Organization areas; correc¬ 
tions : 

California _ 19250 

Massachusetts _ 19251 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Interstate Land Sales Reg¬ 
istration Offioe. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Appearance and condition bond; 
condition against unauthorized 
employment of aliens _ 19201 

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU 

Notices _ 

Alaska native claims: eligibility of 


villages: 

Ayakulik__ 19238 

Litnik ..._ 19239 

Paimiut. 19240 

Port William_ 19241 

Uganik___ 19241 


INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL (COAL 
MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Clarence Maggard Coal Co19317 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice; Indian Affairs Bureau; 

Land Management Bureau; Na¬ 
tional Park Service. 

Notices 

Trans-Alaska pipeline; notice to 
Federal and State agencies and 
departments _ 19246 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Rules 

Car Service Order; Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad Co. 

<2 documents) --- 19218 


Proposed Rules 

Rail service continuation sub¬ 
sidies; standards - 19361 

Notices 

Motor carriers: 

Applications and certain other 

proceedings _ 19303 

Assignment of hearings - 19314 

Irregular-route property car¬ 
riers; elimination of gate¬ 
ways _ 19307 

Motor Carriers: 

Broker, water carrier and 
freight forwarder applica¬ 
tions _ 19288 

Temporary authority - 19315 

Transfer proceedings _ 19315 

Exemptions: 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pa¬ 
cific Railroad Co _ 19315 

Western Maryland Railway Co. 19317 


INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION 
OFFICE 

Notices 


Jones Island, et al.; hearing- 19251 

Walker Land Co., Inc., et al.; 
hearing_ 19252 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Immigration and Naturaliza¬ 
tion Service. 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

See Employment Standards Ad¬ 
ministration; Labor Statistics 
Bureau; Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration. 

LABOR STATISTICS BUREAU 

Proposed Rules 

Agricultural tractors; roll-over 
protective structures; proposed 


safety and health standards— 19236 
Notices 
Meetings: 

Labor Research Advisory Council 
Committees_ 19321 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 


Notices 

Eastern Powder River Coal Basin, 

Wyo.; resource development; 

environmental statement_ 19244 

Meetings: 

Colorado State Multiple Use 

Advisory Board- 19242 

Elko, Nev., Grazing District Ad¬ 
visory Board- 19243 

Shoshone District Advisory 

Board_ 19243 

Montana; order providing for 

opening of public lands_ 19243 

Mount Diablo Meridian, National 
Resource Lands, Ca.; correc¬ 
tion _-___ 19242 

New Mexico; applications_ 19243 

Wyoming; opening lands to small 
tract application_ 19243 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 
quests _ 19287 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

American President Lines, Ltd.; 

applications - 19247 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Advisory Committee_19317 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Highway Safety Act of 1966; rules 
of procedure for invoking sanc¬ 
tions _ 19205 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Board of Scientific Counselors, 


National Eye Institute- 19250 

President’s Cancer Panel (2 

documents)_• 19250 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Groundfish fisheries; closure of 


quarter _ 19248 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Rules 

Miscellaneous fees - 19208 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Grubb & Ellis Development Co.; 

grant of variance _ 19321 

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY 

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Advisory Board - 19256 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Chicago Board Options Exchange. 

Inc.; aniendments to option 
plan _ 19317 

Hearings, etc.: 

Cincinnati Stock Exchange (5 

documents) _'_ 19318, 19319 

Continental Vending Machine 

Corp _ 19319 

Cook Treadwell & Harry, Inc19319 
Equity Funding Corp. of 

America _ 19319 

Industries International, Inc... 19319 

Ohio Power Co _ 19319 

Royal Properties Inc _ 19320 

Stratton Group, Ltd _ 19320 

Zenith Development Corp _ 19319 
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

General Southwest Investment 

Corp.; revocation of license_ 19320 

Northeast Small Business Invest¬ 
ment Corp.; issuance of license. 19320 


TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See also Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration; National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration; 
St. Lawrence Seaway Develop¬ 
ment Corporation. 


Notices 

Standard time zone boundaries; 
operating exceptions for CP 
Rail—Quebec Central Rail¬ 
way _ 19256 

Meetings; 

Citizens' Advisory Committee on 
Transportation Quality_ 19256 
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rules cind regulations 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed In the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 8—Aliens and Nationality 

CHAPTER I—IMMIGRATION AND NATU¬ 
RALIZATION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 

OF JUSTICE 

PART 103—POWERS AND DUTIES OF 

SERVICE OFFICERS; AVAILABILITY OF 

SERVICE RECORDS 

Appearance and Delivery Bond; Condition 
Against Unauthorized Employment 

Reference is made to the notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making which was published 
in the Federal Register on April 3, 1974 
(39 FR 12139) pursuant to section 553 of 
Title 5 of the United States Code (80 
Stat. 383) and in which there was set 
forth the proposed amendment to 8 CFR 
103.6(a)(2) pertaining to the inclusion 
in an appearance and delivery bond in 
connection with a deportation proceed¬ 
ing of a condition prohibiting unauthor¬ 
ized employment. 

The representations which were re¬ 
ceived concerning the proposed rules of 
April 3, 1974 have been considered. The 
proposed rules have been amended as 
hereinafter set forth. 

In proposed § 103.6(a)(2), subdivision 
(iii) enumerated ten factors as among 
the factors to be considered in connection 
with the imposition in an appearance 
and delivery bond of the condition bar¬ 
ring unauthorized employment. The 
factors enumerated in proposed subdivi¬ 
sion (iii) have been amended in the fol¬ 
lowing respects: 

1. The proposed fourth factor has 
been clarified to read: "prior immigra¬ 
tion violations relating to acceptance of 
unauthorized employment by the alien; 
the likelihood of continued violations 
with the same employer; 4 '. 

2. The proposed fifth, sixth, seventh, 
and eighth factors, which read as follows, 
have been deleted because not directly 
related to the unauthorized employment 
condition: "availability for hearings or 
deportation; whether the nature of the 
employment requires possible changes of 
addresses by the alien so as to make him 
difficult to locate for future healings or 
deportation; the nature of the charges 
against the alien and his activities in the 
United States, e.g., subversive, criminal, 
narcotic; whether the employment might 
enable the alien to carry on illicit activi¬ 
ties in such a manner as to pose a threat 
to the national security or public safety;". 

3. The proposed ninth factor has been 
modified to read: "whether there is a 
reasonable basis for consideration of dis¬ 
cretionary relief;". 

4. Two new factors have been added 
to read as follows: "the recentness of the 
alien's arrival in the United States" and 
"the acceptance of the unauthorized em¬ 
ployment shortly after such arrival”. 


The proposed rules, as modified, are 
hereby adopted: 

In § 103.6, paragraph (a) (2) is 
amended in the following respects: the 
existing material is redesignated sub- 
paragraph (i) and the caption “General" 
is added immediately following the sub- 
paragraph (i) designation; and new sub- 
paragraphs (ii) and (iii) are added. As 
amended, § 103.6(a)(2) reads as follows: 

§ 103.6 Surety bonds. 

(a) Posting of surety bonds.* * • 

(2) Bond riders—( i) General. Bond 
riders shall be prepared on Form 1-351 
and attached to Form 1-352. If a con¬ 
dition to be included in a bond is not 
on Form 1-351, a rider containing the 
condition shall be executed and for¬ 
warded with Form 1-352 to the regional 
commissioner for approval. 

(ii) Condition against unauthorized 
employment. In the discretion of the dis¬ 
trict director and with the prior approval 
of the regional commissioner, a condi¬ 
tion barring unauthorized employment 
may be included in an appearance and 
delivery bond in connection with a de¬ 
portation proceeding. 

(iii) Factors to be considered. Among 
the factors to be considered in connec¬ 
tion with the imposition of the bond con¬ 
dition barring unauthorized employment 
are: Safeguarding employment oppor¬ 
tunities for United States citizens and 
legal resident aliens; impact on and dis¬ 
location of American workers by alien's 
employment; the number of aliens in¬ 
volved in performing the unauthorized 
employment; prior immigration viola¬ 
tions relating to acceptance of unauthor¬ 
ized employment by the alien; the likeli¬ 
hood of continued violations wdth the 
same employer; the recentness of the 
alien's arrival in the United States; the 
acceptance of the unauthorized employ¬ 
ment shortly after such arrival; whether 
there is a reasonable basis for considera¬ 
tion of discretionary relief; whether a 
spouse or children are dependent on the 
alien for support, or other equities exist. 
These factors are intended as examples 
only and are not exclusive. 

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 

The Attorney General, in a recent de¬ 
cision (Matter of Toscano-Rivas, A- 
19923806, Interim. Decision No. 2256, 
January 9, 1974), held that sections 103 
and 242 of the Immigration and Na¬ 
tionality Act authorize the inclusion in 
an appearance and delivery bond in con¬ 
nection with a deportation proceeding of 
a condition prohibiting unauthorized em¬ 
ployment. The basis and purpose of the 
above-prescribed amendments are to in¬ 
corporate this condition into the regula¬ 
tions. 


Effective date. This order shall become 
effective July 1, 1974. 

Dated: May 24,1974. 

„ L. F. Chapman, Jr.. 

Comviissioner of Immigration 

and Naturalization. 
(PR Doc.74-12443 Piled 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 


CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH 
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA. 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 
AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS; EXTRAORDINARY 
EMERGENCY REGULATION OF INTRASTATE 
ACTIVITIES 

DADT 7Q_RDtiminSIS 


Subpart D—Designation of Modified Cer¬ 
tified Brucellosis Areas, Specifically Ap¬ 
proved Stockyards, and Slaughtering 
Establishments 


Modified Certified Brucellosis Areas 


This amendment deletes the following 
areas from the list of areas designated 
as Modified Certified Brucellosis Areas in 
9 CFR 78.13 because it has been deter¬ 
mined that these areas no longer come 
within the definition of § 78.1 (i): Cher¬ 
okee, Navarro, and Wood Counties in 
Texas. 

The following counties were deleted 
from the list of Modified Certified Bru¬ 
cellosis Areas in 9 CFR 78.13 on the spec¬ 
ified date: Kaufman and Washington 
Counties in Texas on April 26,1974. Since 
said date, it has been determined that 
these counties again come within the 
definition of §78.1(1); and therefore, 
they have been redesignated as Modified 
Certified Brucellosis Areas. 

Accordingly, § 78.13 of said regulations 
designating Modified Certified Brucel¬ 
losis Areas is hereby revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 78.13 Modified Certified Brueellotds 
“ Areas. 

(a) All States of the United States 
are hereby designated as Modified Cer¬ 
tified Brucellosis Areas except Missouri. 
Oklahoma, and Texas. 

(b) The following States are hereby 
designated as Modified Certified Brucel¬ 
losis Areas except for the counties 
named: 

(1) Missouri except Sullivan County. 

(2) Oklahoma except Muskogee 
County. 

(3) Texas except Cherokee, Navarro, 
and Wood Counties. 

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32. as amended, secs. 1 and 
2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; sec. 3, 33 
Stat. 1265, as amended; sec. 2, 65 Stat. 693; 
and secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; 21 
U.S.C. 111-113, 114a-l, 116, 117, 120, 121, 125. 
134b, 134f; 37 FR 28464, 28477, 38 PR 19141. 
9 CFR 78.16). 
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Effective date . The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective May 31, 
1974. 

The amendment imposes certain re¬ 
strictions necessary to prevent the 
spread of brucellosis in cattle and re¬ 
lieves certain restrictions presently im¬ 
posed. It should be made effective 
promptly in order to accomplish its pur¬ 
pose in the public interest and to be of 
maximum benefit to persons subject to 
the restrictions which are relieved. It 
does not appear that public participation 
in this rulemaking proceeding would 
make additional relevant information 
available to the Department. 

Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it 
is found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment are impracticable, un¬ 
necessary, and contrary to the public 
interest, and good cause is found for 
making it effective less tlian 30 days 
after publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington. DC.. this 28th 
day of May 1974. 

J. M. Hejl. 

Acting Deputy Administrator , 
Veterinary Services , Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

[FR Doc.74-12565 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am 1 


SUBCHAPTER E—VIRUSES. SERUMS. TOXINS, 

AND ANALOGOUS PRODUCTS; ORGANISMS 

AND VECTORS 

PART 112—PACKAGING AND LABELS 
Vaccine Packaging 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
in the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act of 
March 4. 1913 (21 U.S.C. 151-158), Sub¬ 
chapter E, Chapter 1 of Title 9 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
by revising § 112.6(a), by adding a new 
§ 112.6(e) and revising § 112.8(b) to per¬ 
mit special packaging for both desic¬ 
cated and frozen liquid vaccines for ex¬ 
port. These amendments do not exempt 
the licensee from preparing and pro¬ 
viding to the user such diluent when sold 
in the United States. 

1 . § 112.6 is amended by revising para¬ 
graph (a) and adding a new paragraph 
(e ) to read: 

§ 112.6 Packaging desiccated products. 

(a) Except as prescribed in para¬ 
graph (e) of this section and § 112.8, 
each final container of a desiccated bio¬ 
logical product, produced by a licensee or 
a subsidiary, or presented for importa¬ 
tion by a permittee shall be packaged in 
a carton with accompanying container 
of diluent If such diluent is required for 
rehydration of the product before 
administration. 


(e) Diluent for desiccated and frozen 
liquid Marek's Disease Vaccine shall be 
prepared and labeled in accordance with 
the regulations except that such diluent 
need not be packaged with the vaccine 


for refrigerated shipments, in which case, 
the licensee shall provide the proper 
diluent in the proper amount to the user. 

2 . § 112.8 is amended by revising para¬ 
graph (b) to read: 

§ 112.8 For export only. 


(b) Desiccated and frozen liquid 
products, packaged and labeled as for 
domestic use, may be exported without 
the diluent required for rehydration or 
dilution, as the case may be, if the label¬ 
ing Includes adequate instructions for 
preparing the product for use and the 
words “For Export Only". 

* * * * • 

These amendments relax certain pack¬ 
aging requirements, relieve certain re¬ 
strictions presently imposed, and must be 
made effective immediately to be of 
maximum benefit to affected persons. 
Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure concerning the 
amendments are impracticable and un¬ 
necessary. and good cause is found for 
making the amendments effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

The foregoing amendments shall be¬ 
come effective upon issuance. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of May 1974. 

J. M. Hejl, 

Acting Deputy Administrator. 
Veterinary Services , Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

| FR Doc.74-12485 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 amj 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket No. 74-CE-7-AD; Arndt. 39-1857J 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Beech Models 36, A36, 58. 58A, 60 and 
A60 Airplanes 

As a result of recent structural tests, 
the manufacturer discovered an inade¬ 
quacy in the strength of seat back sup¬ 
ports for aft facing seats in Beech Models 
36, A36, 58, 58A, 60, and A60 airplanes. 
To provide requu‘ed occupant protection 
during minor crash landings the manu¬ 
facturer has developed improved seat 
back supports and lias issued Beech- 
craft Service Instruction No. 0591-314, 
Rev. 1, with regard thereto. Since the 
condition described herein is likely to 
exist or develop in other aircraft of the 
same type design, an Airworthiness Di¬ 
rective (AD) is being issued applicable 
to certain serial numbers of Beech Mod¬ 
els 36, A36, 58, 58A, 60 and A60 airplanes 
requiring within 100 hours’ time in serv¬ 
ice after its effective date, the replace¬ 
ment of the earlier seat back supports 
with the improved ones in accordance 
with the aforementioned service instruc¬ 
tion. 

Since a situation exists which requires 


expeditious adoption of the amendment, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator 14 CFR 11.89 
(31 FR 13697), §39.13 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing the following new AD. 

Beech. Applies to Models 36 and A36 (8erla! 
Numbers E-l Through E-434); Models 
58 and 58A (Serial Numbers TH-1 
Through TH-335); Models 60 and AGO 
(Serial Numbers P-4 Through P-240) 
Aircraft 

Compliance required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To provide the required structural level 
of occupant protection during minor crash 
conditions for those aircraft equipped with 
optional, aft-facing seats, within the next 
100 hours* time in service after the effective 
date of this AD, accomplish the following: 

Install two Improved seat back supports on 
each aft-facing seat In accordance with 
Beechcraft Service Instruction No. 0691-314. 
Rev. 1, or later approved revisions or any 
equivalent approved by the Chief, Engineer¬ 
ing and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Cen¬ 
tral Region. 

Note: Seat back supports. Beech P/N 58- 
530193-1 are applicable to Models 36. A36. 58. 
58A. and 60 aircraft, and seat back supports. 
Beech P/N 58-530193-3 are applicable to 
Model A60 aircraft. 

This amendment becomes effective 
June 5. 1974. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601 and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U8.C. 1364(a). 1421 and 
1423); sec. 6(c), Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 UB.C. 1656(C) ) 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on 
May 22, 1974. 

A. L. Coulter, 
Director. Centred Region. 
[FR Doc.74-12438 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. 74-GL-5; Arndt. 39-1856] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Enstrom Model F-28 and F-28A 
Helicopters 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697 
and 14 CFR 11.89), an Airworthiness Di¬ 
rective was adopted on April 19, 1974, 
and made effective immediately as to all 
known United States operators of En¬ 
strom Model F-28 and F-28A helicopters. 
The directive requires that before further 
flight, unless already accomplished, and 
every 10 hours’ time in service thereafter, 
the webbed area of the forged idler yoke 
(P/N 28-13223) be inspected by the dye 
penetrant method for cracks. 

Since it was found that immediate 
corrective action was required, notice and 
public procedure thereon was imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public interest 
and good cause existed for making the 
Airworthiness Directive effective immedi¬ 
ately as to all known U.S. operators of 
Enstrom Model F-28 and F-28A heli¬ 
copters by individual air mail letter 
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dated April 19, 1974. These conditions 
still exist and the Airworthiness Direc¬ 
tive is hereby published in the Federal 
Register as an amendment to § 39.13 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations to make 
it effective as to all persons. 

Enstbom. Applies to Model F-28 and F-28A 
helicopters. 

Compliance required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent failure of the forged Idler yoke 
(P/N 28-13223). 

(&) Before further flight and every 10 
hours* time in service thereafter inspect by 
dye penetrant inspection method the webbed 
area of the forged idler yoke P/N 28-13223 
for cracks. A forged idler yoke can be dis¬ 
tinctively identified by the Part Number 
28-13223 forged in inch raised numbers 
on one side of the barrel portion and the 
alloy number MMT2014 forged in raised let¬ 
ters on the other side. 

(b) As part of each pUot preflight Inspec¬ 
tion (logbook entry not required), the 
owner/operator is required to visually in¬ 
spect the webbed area of the forged idler yoke 
P/N 28-13223 for cracks. 

(c) If cracks in the forged idler yoke P/N 
28-13223 are detected when Inspected In 
accordance with paragraph (a) or (b) above, 
replace It before further flight with a cast 
idler yoke P/N 28-13223. at which time the 
Inspections required by this Airworthiness 
Directive are no longer applicable. The cast 
component P/N 28-13223 will not have the 
raised part number or the alloy number 
forged on It. and will have a 'T cross section 
with a rough finish. 

(d) The forged idler yoke P/N 28-13223 
can be replaced at any time with a cast Idler 
yoke P/N 28-13223 at which time inspections 
required by this Airworthiness Directive are 
no longer applicable. 

(e) Equivalent methods of compliance 
with this Airworthiness Directive must be 
approved by the Chief, Engineering and Man¬ 
ufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Great Lakes Region. 

This amendment Is effective June 5, 
1974, and was effective April 19. 1974, 
for all recipients of the air mail letter 
dated April 19,1974, which contained this 
amendment. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 <49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421. and 
1423): sec. 6(c). Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on May 
22,1974. 

John M. Cyrocki. 

Director , 

Great Lakes Region . 

IFR Doc.74-12439 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 13695; Arndt. 39-1859] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Mitsubishi Model MU-2B Airplanes 

Amendment 39-1844 (39 FR 16876), 
AD 74-11-1, applicable to Mitsubishi 
Heavy Industries, Ltd.. Model MU-2B 
and MU-2B-10, -15. -20, -25, -30, and 
-35 airplanes, requires inspection of 
front windshields prior to each takeoff 
and the replacement of front windshields 
and the correction of malfunctioning air 
conditioning systems if found necessary. 

After issuing Amendment 39-1844, the 
agency determined that the requirement 
to inspect the windshield prior to each 
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takeoff was not necessary in the interest 
of safety and Imposed an undue hard¬ 
ship on those operators whose aircraft 
make several takeoffs and landings each 
day. In addition, it was determined that 
the visual inspection of the windshield 
need not be performed under the preven¬ 
tive maintenance rules of Part 43. There¬ 
fore, the AD is being amended to require 
a check of the windshield, which may be 
performed by the pilot whether or not 
the aircraft is used in air carrier service, 
prior to the first takeoff each day. 

Since this amendment relieves restric¬ 
tions and imposes no additional burden 
on any person, notice and public proce¬ 
dure hereon are unnecessary and this 
amendment may be made effective in less 
than 30 days. 

(Secs. 313(a) 601, 603. Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421. and 1423); 
sec. 6(c) of th? Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(C)) 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions, Amendment 39-1844 (39 FR 

16876), AD 74-11-1, is amended by 
amending paragraph (a), the last sen¬ 
tence of the Note following paragraph 
(a), and the introductory clause of para¬ 
graph (b) to read as follows: 

(a) Before further flight and thereafter 
prior to the first takeoff each day. from out¬ 
side the aircraft, visually check the outer 
lower edge of the left hand and right hand 
front windshield outer panes for cracks and 
small oval shaped optical distortions. The 
check required by this AD may be performed 
by the pilot. 

Note: • • • Particular attention should 
be given to these areas during the checks 
required by paragraph (a). 

(b) If cracks or small oval shaped optical 
distortions are found during a check re¬ 
quired by paragraph (a), before further 
flight, accomplish the following and continue 
to check in accordance with paragraph (a) 
of this AD: 

This amendment becomes effective 
May 31,1974. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 23, 
1974. 

C. R. Melugin, Jr., 

Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service . 

(FR Doc.74-12436 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


(Airspace Docket No. 74-50-211 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEOERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES. CON¬ 
TROL! ED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Transition Area; Alteration; Correction 

On April 2. 1974. FR Doc. No. 74-7475 
was published in the Federal Register 
(39 FR 11993), amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by altering 
the Hattiesburg, Miss., transition area. 

In the amendment, the effective date 
was published as August 15. 1974. Sub¬ 
sequently, it was determined that the 
Pine Belt Regional Airport would become 
operational at an earlier date. It is nec¬ 
essary to amend the Federal Register 
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Document to reflect this change. Since 
this amendment is editorial in nature, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, ef¬ 
fective immediately, FR Doc. 74-7475 is 
amended as follows: 

• • August 15, 1974 • • Is de¬ 
leted and.July 18, 1974 • • •’• is 

substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on May 21, 
1974. 

Phillip M. Swater, 
Director, Southern Region. 
(FR Doc.74-12440 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 12269; Arndt. No 91-1221 

PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND 
FLIGHT RULES 

VOR Equipment Check for IFR Operations 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 91 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to permit VOR maintenance test 
signals radiated by FAA certificated and 
appropriately rated radio repair stations 
to be used in performing the VOR equip¬ 
ment checks required by § 91.25. 

This amendment is based on a notice of 
proposed rule making (Notice No. 72-26) 
issued on September 25, 1972, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Sep¬ 
tember 30,1972 (37 FR 20573). Numerous 
comments were received in response to 
Notice 72-26 and the relevant comments 
are discussed below. Based on the com¬ 
ments received and upon further consid¬ 
eration by the FAA, several changes have 
been made to the proposal. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of this amendment, and due consid¬ 
eration has been given to all relevant 
matter presented. Except as modified by 
tl*e following discussion, the reasons for 
this amendment are those set forth in 
the notice. 

Twenty-eight of the 34 comments re¬ 
ceived in response to Notice 72-26, were 
substantially in favor of, or raised no ob¬ 
jection to, the amendment as proposed. 
In addition, a number of commentators 
made suggestions that are not within the 
scope of the notice. While those com¬ 
ments cannot be acted upon in this rule- 
making action, they are appreciated and 
will be retained for consideration in con¬ 
nection with future rule-making action. 

A number of commentators pointed out 
that the proposal did not indicate the 
persons who are authorized to make the 
required VOR check and logbook entry, 
but that the preamble contained a state¬ 
ment to the effect that only qualified 
personnel of the repair station would be 
permitted to make that check and record 
entry. It was suggested that the pilot 
should be permitted to make both the 
check and record entry. The proposal 
was not intended to alter in any way 
the right of pilots under the existing rule 
to conduct the VOR equipment checx 
and make the associated entry in the 
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permanent record of the aircraft; under 
this amendment the pilots continue to 
be permitted to do so. However, regard¬ 
less of who makes the equipment check 
and record entry, when a repair station 
test signal is used, the FAA believes it 
necessary that the repair station certify 
as to the bearing transmitted and the 
date of transmission. Upon further con¬ 
sideration in view of the comments re¬ 
ceived, the proposal has been revised to 
require this certification as an additional 
aircraft record entry to be made by a 
repair station if the station’s test signal 
is used. 

One commentator suggested that the 
rule be revised to provid? additional test 
requirements. The FAA does not agree. 
The conditions specified in the regula¬ 
tions provide a reliable check of the VOR 
equipment and additional requirements 
are not necessary. 

Several commentators requested that 
they be permitted to radiate their own 
test signals for use in complying with 
§ 91.25 (b) (1). However, the FAA does not 
believe such test signals would provide. 
the required accuracy inasmuch as there 
Is no means to assure that the equip¬ 
ment being used by the operators to radi¬ 
ate the signals will be calibrated cor¬ 
rectly. 

One commentator objected to the pro¬ 
posed amendment on the ground that 
the methods permitted by the current 
regulation for complying with the VOR 
equipment check requirement of § 91.25 
have proven satisfactory and. therefore, 
merely an increase in the number of test 
signal facilities operated or anproved by 
the FAA in accordance with the current 
regulation, and their better placement, 
would be a more satisfactory solution to 
the problem discussed in the notice than 
would the proposed revision. It was as¬ 
serted that the proposed revision would 
result in financial benefits for certain 
repair stations to the detriment of gen¬ 
eral aviation operators and that many 
FAA certificated repair stations would 
be in violation of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission (FCC) incidental 
radiation rules if they were to transmit 
test signals. The FAA does not agree. 
Since the presently permitted methods of 
checking VOR equipment have proven 
satisfactory, their use will continue to be 
permitted, and the FAA does not con¬ 
sider it practical to move or expand the 
number of test signal facilities operated 
by the FAA. Furthermore, the proposed 
amendment does not impose any addi¬ 
tional financial burden on any person 
since it only provides an alternative to 
the other methods of compliance cur¬ 
rently permitted by § 91.25. Finally, it 
does not authorize repair stations to radi¬ 
ate test signals that are not in compli¬ 
ance with FCC requirements, and, as 
noted in the preamble, 585 repair stations 
have been licensed by the FCC to radiate 
maintenance test signals. In tills connec¬ 
tion, one commentator requested that the 
Airman's Information Manual (AIM) be 
revised to include a listing of those re¬ 
pair stations that can be used for com¬ 
pliance with $ 91.25. Such a listing is not 
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practicable for inclusion in AIM; how¬ 
ever, information will be included in AIM 
concerning the use of repair station fa¬ 
cilities to perform the VOR check. 

Several commentators questioned the 
accuracy of repair station test signal gen¬ 
erator equipment and suggested the use 
of repair station test signals only if dual 
VOR units are installed in the aircraft. 
The FAA does not agree. Sections 145.39 
and 145.47 of Part 145 require that the 
equipment used by a repair station be of 
a type that will permit the work being 
performed to be done competently and 
efficiently, that all test equipment be 
tested at regular intervals to insure cor¬ 
rect calibration, and that the repair sta¬ 
tion provide adequate personnel for the 
function to be performed. Those require¬ 
ments. in conjunction with FAA surveil¬ 
lance, adequately provide for the neces¬ 
sary accuracy of repair station test 
signals. 

Finally, it should be noted that all of 
the means that are available under the 
present rules to an operator to check his 
VOR equipment will continue to be avail¬ 
able to him. This amendment merely in¬ 
creases the number of test signals he may 
use by including signals radiated by FAA 
certificated and appropriately rated radio 
repair stations. 

This amendment is made under the au¬ 
thority of sections 313(a). 601. 603, and 
607 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421, 1423, and 1427), 
and section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 91 of the Federal Regulations is 
amended, effective July 1, 1974, as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. By amending subparagraph (1) of 
paragraph (b), and by adding a sentence 
at the end of paragraph (d), of § 91.25 
to read as follows: 

§ 91.25 VOR equipment check for IFR 
operations. 

♦ • • • • 

(b) • • • 

(1) Use, at the airport of intended de¬ 
parture, an FAA operated or approved 
test signal or a test signal radiated by a 
certificated and appropriately rated 
radio repair station or, outside the 
United States, a test signal operated or 
approved by appropriate authority, to 
check the VOR equipment (the maxi¬ 
mum permissible indicated bearing error 
is plus or minus 4 degrees). 


(d) • • • In addition, if a test signal 
radiated by a repair station, as specified 
in paragraph (b)(1) of this section, is 
used, an entry must be made in the air¬ 
craft log or other permanent record by 
the repair station certificate holder or 
his representative certifying to the bear¬ 
ing transmitted by the repair station for 
the check and the date of transmission. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 21, 
1974. 

Alexander P. Butterfield, 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-12434 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 amj 


(Docket No. 13757; Amdt. No. 918] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Recent Changes and Additions 

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations incorporates by 
reference therein changes and additions 
to the Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures (SIAPs) that were recently 
adopted by the Administrator to promote 
safety at the airports concerned. 

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amendment 
are described in FAA Forms 3139, 8260-3, 
8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the 
public rule making dockets of the FAA in 
accordance with the procedures set forth 
in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR 5609). 

SIAPs are available for examination at 
the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. Copies of 
SIAPs adopted in a particular region are 
also available for examination at the 
headquarters of that region. Individual 
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from 
the FAA Public Document Inspection 
Facility, HQ-405, 800 Independence 

Avenue. SW., Washington, D.C. 20591 or 
from the applicable FAA regional office 
in accordance with the fee schedule pre¬ 
scribed in 49 CFR 7.85. This fee is pay¬ 
able in advance and may be paid by 
check, draft or postal money order pay¬ 
able to the Treasurer of the United 
States. A weeklv transmittal of all SIAP 
changes and additions may be obtained 
by subscription at an annual rate of 
$150.00 per annum from the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents. U S. Government 
Printing Office. Washington. D.C. 20402. 
Additional copies mailed to the same ad¬ 
dress may be ordered for $30.00 each. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment, 
I find that further notice and public 
procedure hereon is impracticable and 
good cause exists for making it effective 
in less thsn 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended as follows, effective on the dates 
specified: 

§ 97.23 [Amended] 

1. Section 97.23 is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective 
July 11. 1974: 

Beaumont/Port Arthur. Tex.— Jefferson 

County Arpt., VOR Rwy 11, Amdt. 2. 
Beaumont/Port Arthur. Tex.— Jefferson 

County Arpt., VORTAC Rwy 34. Amdt. 1. 
Beaumont/Port Arthur, Tex.— Jefferson 

County Arpt., VOR-C. Amdt. 1. 

Bismarck, N.D.—Bismarck Municipal Arpt., 
VOR-A. Amdt. 14. 

Detroit. Mich.—Detroit City Arpt., VOR Rwy 
33. Amdt. 15. 

Gadsden, Ala.—Gadsden Municipal Arpt., 
VOR Rwy 6. Amdt. 9. 

Macon. Ga.—Lewis B. Wilson, VOR Rwy 13, 
Amdt. 4. 

Manhattan, Kans.—Manhattan Municipal 
Arpt., VOR-B, Amdt. 6. 

Midland. Tex.—Midland Regional Air Ter¬ 
minal, VOR Rwy 16R, Amdt. 19. 
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Midland, Tex.—Midland Regional Air Ter¬ 
minal, VORTAC Rwy 34L. Amdt. 6. 

N. Myrtle Beach. 8.C.—Myrtle Beach Arpt., 
VOR Rwy 5. Amdt. 10. 

H. Myrtle Beach, S.C.—Myrtle Beach Arpt., 
VOR Rwy 23. Amdt. 11. 

Orlando. Fla.—McCoy AFB, VOR Rwy 18L and 
18R. Amdt. 2. 

§97.25 [ Amended] 

2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs. effective 
July 11. 1974: 

Beaumont/Port Arthur, Tex.—Jefferson 

County Arpt., LOC (BC) Rwy 29, Amdt. 9. 
Bismarck. N.D.—Bismarck Municipal Arpt., 
LOC/DME (BC) Rwy 13. Amdt. 1. 

Cleveland. Ohio—Cleveland Hopkins Inti. 

Arpt.. LOC (BC) Rwy 5R, Orig. 

Me Comb. Miss.—McComb-Plke County Arpt., 
LOC (BC) Rwy 33. Orig. 

Me Comb. Miss.—McComb-Pike County Arpt., 
LOC Rwy 15. Orig. 

Midland. Tex.—Midland Regional Air Ter¬ 
minal. LOC (BC) Rwy 28. Amdt. 9. 

North Myrtle Beach, S.C.—Myrtle Beach 
Arpt., LOC Rwy 23. Amdt. 2. 

Orlando, Fla.—Herndon Arpt., LOC (BC) 
Rwy 25. Amdt. 9. 

• • • effective June 27, 1974: 

Chicago. HI.—Chicago O’Hare Int'l. Arpt., 
LOC Rwy 4L, Amdt. 8. 

• + • effective Jupe 20,1974: 

Scottabluff. Neb.—Scotta Bluff County Arpt., 
LOC (BC) Rwy 12. Orig. 

• • * effective June 13.1974: 

Chicago (West Chicago). Ill.—DuPage County 
Arpt., LOC Rwy 10. Orig. 

§ 97.27 [Amended] 

3. Section 97.27 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs. effective July 
11, 1974: 

Beaumont/Port Arthur, Tex.—Jefferson 
County Arpt., NDB Rwy 11. Amdt. 9. 
Bismarck, N.D.—Bismarck Municipal Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 31. Amdt. 23. 

Cleveland. Ohio—Cleveland Hopkins Int'l. 

Arpt., NDB Rwy 5R/L. Amdt. 8. 

Cleveland, Ohio—Cleveland Hopkins Int'l. 
Arpt., NDB Rwy 23L/R. Amdt. 1. 

Cleveland, Tenn.—Hardwick Field, NDB Rwy 

3. Orig. 

Gadsden, Ala.—Gadsden Municipal Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 6, Amdt. 7. 

Manhattan, Kaus.—Manhattan Municipal 
Arpt., NDB-A. Amdt. 10. 

Midland, Tex.—Midland Regional Air Ter¬ 
minal, NDB Rwy 10. Amdt. 6. 

N. Myrtle Beach. S.C.—Myrtle Beach Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 23. Amdt. 2. 

Orlando. Fla.—Herndon Arpt., NDB Rwy 7. 
Amdt. 7. 

• • * effective June 27,1974: 

Bikes ton. Mo.—Sikes ton Memorial Municipal 
Arpt., NDB Rwy 20. Amdt. I. 

• • * effective June 20,1974: 

Orr. Minn.—Orr Public Arpt., NDB Rwy 13, 
Orig. 

&cottabluff. Neb.—Scotta Bluff County Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 12. Orig. 

g 97.29 [Amended] 

4. Section 97.29 is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing US SIAPs. effective July II, 1974: 


Albuquerque. N.M.—Albuquerque Inti. Arpt., 
ILSRwy 35. Amdt. 31. 

Beaumont/Port Arthur, Tex.—Jefferson 

County Arpt., ELS Rwy 11. Amdt. 10. 
Bismarck, NT).—Bismarck Municipal Arpt.. 
ILSRwy 31. Amdt. 24. 

Cleveland, Ohio—Cleveland Hopkins Inti. 

Arpt., ILS Rwy 5R, Amdt. 12 canceled. 
Cleveland. Ohio—Cleveland Hopkins Inti. 

Arpt.. ILS Rwy 23L, Amdt. 3. 

Midland. Tex.—Midland Regional Air Ter¬ 
minal, ILS Rwy 10, Amdt. 9. 

Orlando. Fla.—Herndon Arpt., ILS Rwy 7. 
Amdt. 10. 

• • • effective June 13.1974: 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Philadelphia Inti. Arpt., 
ILS Rwy 27L, Orig. 


§ 97.31 [Amended] 

5. Section 97.31 is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing RADAR SIAPs, effective July 11, 
1974: 


Macon, Ga.—Lewis B. Wilson Arpt., RADAR- 
1. Amdt. 11. 

Correction. In Docket No. 13709. Amdt. 
917, to Part 97 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, published in the Federal 
Register under §§ 97.23. 97.29 and 97.33 
effective July 4, 1974—Change effective 
date of Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles 
Inti. Arpt., VOR Rwy 25L, Amdt. 6; VOR 
Rwy 25R, Amdt. 6; ILS Rwy 24L/R, 
Amdt. 5; ILS Rwy 25L/R, Amdt. 7; 
RNAV Rwy 24R, Amdt. 2; RNAV Rwy 
25L, Amdt. 3 to August 15, 1974. 

(Secs. 307. 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1948; (49 UB.C. 1438. 1354, 1421, 1510); 
sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c); 5 US.C. 552(a) (I)) 

Noth; Incorporation by reference provi¬ 
sions in 55 97.10 and 97.20 approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on May 12, 
1969, (35 FR 5610). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 23, 
1974. 


James M. Vines, 

Chief, 

Aircraft Programs Division. 


[FR Doc.74-12437 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 135c—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS IN 
ORAL DOSAGE FORMS 

Dexamethasone Bolus, Veterinary 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a supplemental new ani¬ 
mal drug application (30-435V) filed by 
Schering Corp. proposing revised label¬ 
ing for safe and effective use of dexa¬ 
methasone bolus, veterinary as support¬ 
ive therapy for management of inflam¬ 
matory conditions in cattle and horses. 
The supplemental application is ap¬ 
proved. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b (i)) and under authority delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 


Part 135c is amended by adding a new 
section as follows: 

§ 135c,81 DexametliaMHie bolus veter¬ 
inary. 

(a) Specifications. Dexamethasone 
bolus, veterinary contains 10 milligrams 
of dexamethasone in each bolus which 
is half-scored. 

(b) Sponsor. See code No. 032 in 
§ 135.501 (c) of this chapter. 

<c) Conditions of use. (1) Dexametha¬ 
sone bolus, veterinary is indicated in 
cases where cattle and horses require 
additional steroid therapy following its 
parenteral administration. The drug may 
be used as supportive therapy for man¬ 
agement of inflammatory conditions 
such as acute arthritic lamenesses, and 
for various stress conditions where corti¬ 
costeroids are required while the animal 
is being treated for a specific condition. 

(2) The drug is administered orally at 
a dosage level of 5 to 10 milligrams per 
animal the first day, then 5 milligrams 
per day as required. 

(3) Clinical and experimental data 
have demonstrated that corticosteroids 
administered orally or by injection to 
animals may induce the first stage of 
parturition when administered during 
the last trimester of pregnancy and may 
precipitate premature parturition fol¬ 
lowed by dystocio, fetal death, retained 
placenta, and metritis. 

(4) Federal law restricts this drug to 
use by or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective May 31,1974. 

(Sec. 512(1). 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b(l).) 

Dated: May 22,1974. 

C. D. Van Hottweling, 
Director, Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 

|FR Doc.74r-12496 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ain) 


Title 23—Highways 

CHAPTER II—HIGHWAY SAFETY PRO¬ 
GRAM STANDARDS, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

PART 1206—RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR 
INVOKING SANCTIONS UNDER THE 
HIGHWAY SAFETY ACT OF 1966 

This notice amends Title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations, by adding a Part 
1206 that specifies rules of procedure for 
invoking the sanctions of the Highway 
Safety Act of 1966 against States that 
fail to satisfy their statutory obligations 
to implement an approved highway 
safety program in accorda nce w ith the 
Act and the standards (23 CFR 1204.4) 
issued thereunder. 

The procedures provide for the invoca¬ 
tion of not only section 402(c) apportion¬ 
ment sanctions, but also two additional 
section 402 sanctions. One, derived pur¬ 
suant to section 402(d) from 23 U.S.C. 
116, provides for withholding approval of 
further highway safety programs. The 
other, modeled after the Federal-aid 
highway fund sanction in 23 CFR 1.36, 
provides for withholding of funds for the 
reimbursement of State expenditures. 
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Section 402 does not require that a 
formal, 5 U.S.C. 556-557 hearing be h£ld 
prior to invoking the sanctions. To ensure 
an expeditious and fair determination of 
whether the sanctions should be invoked, 
the procedures provide for an informal, 
legislative-type hearing similar to that 
provided by 5 U.S.C. 553. 

Under the procedures, whenever the 
Administrators of the Federal Highway 
Administration and National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration find a 
situation warranting initiation of sanc¬ 
tion proceedings, they jointly issue a pro¬ 
posed recommended determination to in¬ 
voke the sanctions. 

The Administrators then send a letter 
to the Governor of the affected State, and 
publish a notice in the Federal Recister, 
setting forth the proposed recommended 
determination, including the program 
deficiencies upon which the determina¬ 
tion was based, and announcing a public 
hearing for the presentation of evidence 
and views by the affected State and in¬ 
terested persons concerning the deficien¬ 
cies. 

A three member board conducts the 
hearing. The Administrators each select 
an official from their respective Admin¬ 
istrations to serve on the bo*rd. The 
third member is an official of the Office 
of the Secretary of Transportation 
(OST) designated by the Secretary. The 
OST member serves as the presiding of¬ 
ficer. The board’s primary task is to en¬ 
sure that the hearing proceeds in an 
orderly and expeditious manner and that 
the presentations by the affected State 
and interested persons are as complete 
and clear as possible. 

At any time prior to the commence¬ 
ment of the hearing, the affected State 
and the Administrators can agree, sub¬ 
ject to the Secretary’s approval, to settle 
the matters which constitute the basis of 
the proposed recommended determina¬ 
tion. If the Secretary ratifies the pro¬ 
posed settlement, he publishes a notice in 
the Federal Register setting forth the 
terms of the settlement. 

If there is no settlement or if the Sec¬ 
retary declines to ratify the proposed 
settlement, the sanction proceedings con¬ 
tinue and a hearing is held. To simplify 
the issues and otherwise facilitate the 
hearing, the presiding officer can, on his 
own initiative or on written request by 
the Governor of the affected State, hold 
a public prehearing conference. The re¬ 
sults of such conference are memorial¬ 
ized in a notice issued by the presiding 
officer and published in the Federal 
Register. 

On the basis of the Administrators’ 
review of the hearing transcript, exhibits 
and other documents filed at the hear¬ 
ing. prehearing conference notices, and 
the evidence of the Administrations 
regarding the affected State’s program 
deficiencies, they make a recommended 
determination. 

The recommended determination and 
materials reviewed by the Administrators 
are forwarded to the Secretary. 

The Secretary makes the final deter¬ 
mination whether to invoke the sanctions 
after reviewing the recommended deter¬ 


mination and material forwarded by the 
Administrators. He can adopt the rec¬ 
ommended determination or reject it in 
whole or in part. His final determination 
is furnished each hearing participant 
and published in the Federal Register. 

A State that is determined to be either 
lacking an approved highway safety pro¬ 
gram or not implementing an approved 
program, would be subject to several 
sanctions. The first sanction would be the 
withholding, pursuant to section 402(c). 
of all of the State’s section 402 Federal 
highway safety funds from the next ap¬ 
portionment and each subsequent ap¬ 
portionment until the Secretary was 
satisfied that the State’s deficiencies had 
been corrected. Of course, if the State 
corrected its deficiencies prior to the next 
apportionment, the State would avoid the 
permanent loss of any funds. The second 
sanction would be the withholding, pur¬ 
suant to section 402(c). of 10 percent of 
the State’s section 104 Federal-aid high¬ 
way funds from the apportionment for 
the same fiscal years, unless the Secre¬ 
tary found it to be in the public interest 
to suspend the application of this sanc¬ 
tion to the State. 

The third sanction would be the with¬ 
holding, pursuant to section 402, of ap¬ 
proval of any of the State’s further high¬ 
way safety program. Effective on the date 
that the State ceased to have an ap¬ 
proved program, the State’s further 
highway safety expenditures would not 
be reimbursable with section 402 Fed¬ 
eral highway safety funds. 

This sanction is derived from 23 U.S.C. 
116 which imposes upon a State the duty 
to “maintain” its Federally-assisted 
highway construction projects. The sec¬ 
tion provides for the withholding of ap¬ 
proval for any further projects in a State 
if the State fails to “maintain” any exist¬ 
ing project. By virtue of section 402(d) 
section 116 applies to the State highway 
safety programs conducted pursuant to 
section 402. In adapting section 116 to 
the highway safety context of section 402, 
we interpret the term “maintain” as 
meaning “Implement”. 

In addition to being subject to these 
three sanctions, the State would also be 
subject to the withholding of Federal 
funds available for reimbursing the State 
with respect to obligations it incurs after 
the Secretary’s determination or a sub¬ 
sequent date established in his deter¬ 
mination. This sanction is established 
under 23 U.S.C. 315 which provides au¬ 
thority for issuing rules and regulations 
necessary for implementing title 23. The 
similar Federal-aid highway fund sanc¬ 
tion in 23 CFR 1.36 was also established 
under section 315. 

The sanctions differ from each other 
in several important respects. While the 
reimbursement sanction can be imple¬ 
mented at any time of year, the appor¬ 
tionment sanction can be implemented 
only toward the end of a calendar year 
when funds are apportioned under 23 
U.S.C. 104 and 402. The approval sanc¬ 
tion can be implemented only toward the 
end of a fiscal year when the annual 
work programs are approved for the next 


year. Further, the approval and reim¬ 
bursement sanctions are less severe than 
the apportionment sanctions in that the 
former sanctions result only in a State’s 
temporary loss of funds. Once the State 
resumes implementation, it can recover 
the withheld funds. Conversely, invoca¬ 
tion of the apportionment sanctions pre¬ 
vents certain funds from ever being ap¬ 
portioned to the affected State. Tho 
funds would be permanently lost to the 
State since section 402(c) requires that 
funds withheld from apportionment to a 
State be apportioned to the other States. 

The regulation established by this no¬ 
tice is a rule of agency organization, 
procedure, and practice within the mean¬ 
ing of 5 U.S.C. 553(b) (B), and therefore 
requires no notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing in order to become effective. 

Effective date . In view of the short 
time remaining before the end of the cur¬ 
rent fiscal year and the need to clarify 
the status of the highway safety pro¬ 
grams in several states as quickly as 
possible, an immediate effective date is 
found to be in the public interest. The 
regulation is therefore issued to be ef¬ 
fective May 31, 1974. 

Issued on May 28, 1974. 

Norbert T. Tiemann, 
Administrator . 

Federal Highway Administration. 

James B. Gregory, 
Administrator, National Highway 
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Authority: (23 U.S.C. 116, 315, 402). 

§ 1206.1 Scope. 

This part establishes procedures gov¬ 
erning determinations to invoke the 
sanctions applicable to any State that 
does not comply with the highway safety 
program requirements in the Highway 
Safety Act of 1966, as amended (23 
U.S.C. 402), and highway safety pro¬ 
gram standards issued thereunder. 

§ 1206.2 Purpose. 

The purpose of this part is to prescribe 
procedures for determining whether and 
the extent to which the 23 U.S.C. 402 
sanctions should be invoked, and to en¬ 
sure a full airing of views on the issues 
relevant to such determinations by af¬ 
fording the affected State and all other 
interested persons an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in a public hearing. 

§ 1206.3 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

(a) “Administrators” means the Ad¬ 
ministrators of the Federal Highway Ad- 
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ministration and the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

(b) “Affected State" means the State 
with respect to which a proposed recom¬ 
mended determination has been made 
pursuant to this part. 

(c) “Highway safety program" means 
a State program consisting of both (1) 
a Comprehensive Highway Safety Plan, 
a multi-year plan of the State and its 
political subdivisions for implementing 
the highway safety program standards 
and (2) an Annual Highway Safety Work 
Program, a program detailing the activi¬ 
ties and proposed expenditures of the 
State and its political subdivisions for 
implementing selected components of the 
State’s Comprehensive Highway Safety 
Plan during a single year. 

(d) “Highway safety program stand¬ 
ards" means the standards in § 1204.4 of 
this chapter, issued under 23 U.S.C. 402, 
for State highway safety programs. 

(e) “Implementing" includes, but is 
not limited to, complying with conditions 
upon which the Secretary has granted 
approval for a State’s highway safety 
program. 

(f) “Secretary" means the Secretary 
of Transportation. 

§ 1206.4 Sanction*. 

(a) (1) Except as provided in para¬ 
graph (a)(2) of this section, the Secre¬ 
tary withholds all of a State’s Federal 
highway safety funds and 10 percent of 
its Federal-aid highway funds that would 
otherwise have been apportioned to the 
State under 23 U.S.C. 402 and 104. re¬ 
spectively, and withholds approval of 
further highway safety programs in the 
State, if he finally determines pursuant 
to this part that a State— 

(A) Does not have a highway safety 
program approved by him in accordance 
with 23 U.S.C. 402; or 

(B) Is not implementing such an ap¬ 
proved program. 

(2) The Secretary may suspend, for 
such periods as he deems necessary, the 
application to a State of the provision 
in 23 U.S.C. 402 regarding the withhold¬ 
ing of funds apportioned under 23 U.S.C. 
104, if he determines that such suspen¬ 
sion is in the public interest. v 

(3) When the Secretary withholds 
funds and program approval from a State 
pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section, he continues doing so until the 
State has an approved program or is' 
implementing an approved program to 
his satisfaction, as appropriate. 

(b) (1) The Governor of each State 
shall implement, or cause to be imple¬ 
mented, a highway safety program ap¬ 
proved by the Secretary pursuant to 23 
U.S.C. 402. If the Governor lacks legal 
authority to implement such program or 
part thereof, he shall enter into formal 
agreements for its implementation with 
appropriate officials of the appropriate 
State agency, political subdivision, or 
other governmental instrumentality. 
However, the existence of such agree¬ 
ment does not relieve the Governor of 
his responsibility for implementation of 
the entire highway safety program. 

(2) If the Secretary finally determines 
pursuant to this part that a State has 
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failed to comply with the Federal laws or 
regulations with respect to its highway 
safety program, or has failed to imple¬ 
ment a highway safety program approved 
by him pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 402, he may 
withhold payment to the State on ac¬ 
count of (i) the State’s current annual 
highway safety work program, with re¬ 
spect to obligations incurred after the 
date of the Secretary’s determination or 
a date established in such determination, 
whichever is later, and (ii) the State’s 
subsequent annual highway safety work 
programs, and may also withhold ap¬ 
proval of further highway safety pro¬ 
grams of the State, until the State com¬ 
plies or takes remedial action to the satis¬ 
faction of the Secretary, as appropriate. 

§ 1206.5 Commencement of proceed¬ 
ing*. 

(a> The Administrators initiate the 
proceedings pursuant to this part by 
making a proposed recommended deter¬ 
mination to invoke the sanctions speci¬ 
fied in § 1206.4. 

(b> The Administrators send the Gov¬ 
ernor of the affected State by certified 
mail and publish in the Federal Register 
a notice of the proposed recommended 
determination. 

§ 1206.6 Contents of notice of proposed 
recommended determination. 

The notice of proposed recommended 
determination includes— 

(a> A statement of the reaosns for the 
proposed action, including the specific 
highway safety program deficiencies 
upon which the proposed recommended 
determination is based; and 

(b> The time, date, and place for a 
hearing at which the affected State and 
any interested person may present evi¬ 
dence and oral and written views, or both, 
concerning the specified deflciences. 
Hearings are held in Washington, D.C., 
at the headquarters of the Department 
of Transportation. 

§ 1206.7 Hearing officer*. 

(a) A three-member hearing board is 
established consisting of an Office of the 
Secretary official appointed by the 
Secretary, a Federal Highway Adminis¬ 
tration official appointed by the Ad¬ 
ministrator of that Administration, and 
a National Highway Traffic Safety Ad¬ 
ministration official appointed by the 
Administrator of that Administration. 
The official from the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary serves as presiding officer. The ap¬ 
pointment of the hearing board is an¬ 
nounced in a notice published in the 
Federal Register by the presiding officer. 
A copy of the notice is sent to the Gov¬ 
ernor of the affected State by certified 
mail. 

ib> The presiding officer has power to 
take any action and to make all neces¬ 
sary rules and regulations to govern the 
conduct of the hearing. His powders in¬ 
clude the following; 

(1) Changing the date and time of the 
hearing upon resonable notice to the 
affected State and other hearing par¬ 
ticipants and publication of such change 
in the Federal Register ; 

(2) Continuing the hearing in whole 
or in part; 
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(3) Regulating the course of the hear¬ 
ing and the conduct of the participants 
and counsel therein; 

(4) Examining witnesses; and 

(5) Taking any other action author¬ 
ized by this part. 

§ 1206.8 Prehearing conference. 

(a) At any time before the hearing 
begins, the presiding officer, on his own 
initiative or at the written request of 
the Governor of the affected State, may, 
after publication of a notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register giving notice to interested 
persons, convene a public prehearing 
conference to consider the following: 

(1) Simplification and clarification of 
the issues; 

(2) Stipulations as to the facts, and 
contents and authenticity of documents; 

(3) Disclosure of the names and ad¬ 
dresses of witnesses and provision of 
documents intended to be offered in 
evidence: or 

(4) Any other matter that will tend to 
simplify the issues or expedite the pro¬ 
ceedings. 

§ 1206.9 Consent determination. 

At any time prior to the commence¬ 
ment of the hearing, the affected State 
and the Administrators may execute an 
appropriate agreement for disposing of 
the matter, on which the proposed rec¬ 
ommended determination is based, by 
mutual consent for the consideration of 
the Secretary. The agreement is sub¬ 
mitted to the Secretary, who may— 

(a) Accept it and publish a notice in 
the Federal Register setting forth its 
terms; 

(b) Reject it and direct that the pro¬ 
ceedings in the matter continue; or 

(c) Take such other action as he 
deems appropriate. 

§ 1206.10 Hearing. 

(a) Hearings held pursuant to this 
part are informal, legislative-type hear¬ 
ings and are open to the public. 

(b) The affected State and any inter¬ 
ested person participating in a hearing 
conducted pursuant to this part may. 
except as specified by the presiding officer 
pursuant to § 1206.7(b) — 

(1) Appear by counsel or other au¬ 
thorized representative; 

(2) Present evidence orally or by docu¬ 
ments; and 

(3) Present oral or written argument. 

(c) The hearing is stenographically 
transcribed verbatim and reported by 
an official reporter designated by the 
presiding officer. 

(d) As soon as practicable after the 
presiding officer receives the official tran¬ 
script of the hearing, exhibits, and other 
documents filed at the hearing, he for¬ 
wards them to the Administrators. 

§ 1206.11 Kccoimnrnded determination. 

As soon as practicable, the Adminis¬ 
trators review the materials forwarded 
to them by the presiding officer, any pre- 
hearing conference notices, and the evi¬ 
dence of the Administrations regarding 
the affected State’s program deficiencies 
cited in the proposed recommended de¬ 
termination. On the basis of the review, 
they issue a recommended determination 
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and submit it and the material they re¬ 
viewed to the Secretary. 

§ 1206.12 Final determination. 

(a) As soon as practicable, the Secre¬ 
tary reviews the recommended determi¬ 
nation and the material forwarded him 
by the Administrators. On the basis of 
the review, the Secretary may adopt or 
reject the recommended determination, 
in whole or in part. The Secretary then 
issues a final determination which 
includes: 

(1) His decision, and reasons therefor, 
on the question of whether and to what 
extent the sanctions provided in § 1206.4 
will be invoked: and 

(2) A specification of the funds and 
program approval, if any, to be withheld. 

(b) A copy of the final determination 
is sent by certified mail to the Governor 
of the affected State and to each other 
hearing participant, and is published in 
the Federal Register. 

IFH Doc.74—12492 Filed 6-28-74;12:61 pm] 


Title 36—Parks, Forests and Public 
Property 

CHAPTER I—NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

PART 6—MISCELLANEOUS FEES 
Visitor Use and Entrance Charges 

Notice is hereby given that the pro¬ 
vision formerly designated as 5 6.7(e), 
Wrongful entry, which was inadvertently 
revoked and withdrawn by notice in the 
Federal Register of April 30,1973 (38 FR 
10639) is hereby reinstated with minor 
clarifying language changes effective 
January 1, 1973, and designated as 5 6.5 
Visitor use and entrance charges. 

When it became necessary to revoke 
the recreation fee regulations published 
in the Federal Register on February 15, 
1972 (37 FR 3350) and the revision 
thereof because of re-establishment of 
the Golden Eagle fee program by Act of 
Congress (Act of July 11. 1972, 86 Stat. 
459), the prohibition against wrongful 
entry of park areas, etc., should have 
been retained and in fact it was con¬ 
sidered as being in effect. The omission 
was discovered within the last few weeks. 

For reasons stated, it has been deter¬ 
mined that notice and public procedure 
thereon are not necessary and re¬ 
instatement of the following section 
shall become effective May 31. 1974. 

Part 6, of 36 CFR Chapter I is hereby 
amended and corrected to include the 
following provision: 

§ 6.5 Vinitor uae and entrance charges*. 

Wrongful entry and use. No person 
shall enter designated entrance fee areas 
or use specialized sites, facilities, equip¬ 
ment or services or participate in group 
activities recreation events or other spe¬ 
cialized recreation uses for which rec¬ 
reation fees have been established with¬ 
out paying the required fees and possess¬ 
ing the applicable permits. 

Russell E. Dickenson, 

Acting Director , 
National Park Service. 

[FR Doc.74-12444 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP¬ 
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Leptophos 

A petition (PP 2F1228) was filed by 
Velsicol Chemical Corp., 341 East Ohio 
Street, Chicago, IL 60611 (formerly at 
1725 K Street, NW., Washington. DC 
20006), in accordance with provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 346a), proposing establish¬ 
ment of tolerances for combined residues 
of the insecticide leptophos (0-(4- 
bromo-2,5-dichlorophenyl) O-methyl 
phenylphosphonothioate) and its metab¬ 
olites O- (4-bromo-2,5-dichlorophenyl) 
O-methyl phenylphosphonate, 4-bromo- 
2,5-dichlorophenol, and 0-(2,5-dichloro- 
phenyl) O-methyl phenylphosphonothio¬ 
ate in or on the raw agricultural com¬ 
modities broccoli, brussels sprouts, cab¬ 
bage. and lettuce at 5 parts per million; 
tomatoes at 2 parts per million; cotton¬ 
seed at 0.3 part per million: fat, meat, 
and meat byproducts of cattle at 0.25 
part per million; potatoes at 0.15 part per 
million; milk at 0.1 part per million; 
fresh corn including sweet corn (kernels 
plus cob with husk removed) at 0.05 part 
per million; and eggs and fat, meat, and 
meat byproducts of poultry at 0.04 part 
per million. 

Subsequently, the petitioner amended 
the petition by (a) withdrawing the pro¬ 
posed tolerances for residues in or on 
broccoli, brussels sprouts, cabbage, cot¬ 
tonseed, potatoes and fresh corn includ¬ 
ing sweet corn (kernels plus cob with 
husk removed) and in eggs, milk, and the 
fat, meat, and meat byproducts of cattle 
and poultry, (b) increasing the proposed 
tolerance on lettuce from 5 parts per mil¬ 
lion to 10 parts per million, and (c) pro¬ 
posing that all residues be calculated as 
leptophos. 

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition and other rele¬ 
vant material, it is concluded that: 

1. The insecticide is useful for the pur¬ 
pose for which the tolerances are being 
established. 

2. There is no reasonable expectation 
of residues in eggs, meat, milk, or poultry ' 
and § 180.6(a) (3) applies. 

3. The tolerances established by this 
order will protect the public health. 

4. Leptophos and its cholinesterase- 
Inhibiting metabolites should be added to 
the list of cholinesterase-inhibiting pes¬ 
ticides in § 180.3(e) (5). 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2). 68 Stat. 512; 21 
UJS.C. 346a(d) (2)), the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (35 FR 
15623), and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator for Pesticide Programs 
(36 FR 9038), Part 180 is amended as 
follows: 


1. Section 180.3(e)(5) is amended by 
alphabetically inserting in the list of 
cholinesterase-inhibiting pesticides a 
new item as follows; 

§ 180.3 Tolerances for related pesticide 
chemical*. 


(e) • • * 

(5) • • • 

Leptophos and its cholinesterase- 
inhibiting metabolites. 

• * • • * 

2. The following new 5 180.345 is added 
to Subpart C: 

§ 180.343 Lcploplioa; tolerances for 
residues. 

Tolerances are established for com¬ 
bined residues of the insecticide lepto¬ 
phos (G-(4-bromo-2,5-dichlorophenyl) 
O-methyl phenylphosphonothioate) and 
its metabolites 0-4(bromo-2,5-dichlo- 
rophenyl) O-methyl phenylphosphonate. 
4-bromo-2,5-dichlorophenol, and O- 
(2,5-dichlorophenyl) O-methyl phenyl¬ 
phosphonothioate (calculated as lepto¬ 
phos) as follows: 

10 parts per million in or on lettuce. 

2 parts per million in or on tomatoes. 

any person who will be adversely 
affected by the foregoing order may at 
any time on or before July 1. 1974 file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 1019E, 4th & 
M Streets, SW., Waterside Mall. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460, written objections 
thereto in quintuplicate. Objections shall 
show wherein the person filing will be 
adversely affected by the order and spec¬ 
ify with particularity the provisions of 
the order deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing. A hearing will 
be granted if the objections are sup¬ 
ported by grounds legally sufficient to 
justify the relief sought. Objections may 
be accompanied by a memorandum or 
brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective May 31, 1974. 

(Sec. 408(d)(2), 08 Stat. 512; 21 U5.0. 340a 
(d)(2)) 

Dated: May 28,1974. 

Henry J. Korp, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc.74-12557 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 
SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT 

[FPMR Amdt. E-141] 

PART 101-32—GOVERNMENT-WIDE 
AUTOMATED DATA MANAGEMENT 
SERVICES 

Future System Plans 

Subpart 101-32.15 is added to provide 
that agencies shall submit to GSA an¬ 
nually their future plans for major auto¬ 
mated data and telecommunications sys- 
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terns. The initial plan is required not 
later than July 31, 1974, in lieu of the 
annual March 31 submission required by 
§ 101-32.1503 of this amendment. 

The table of contents for Part 101-32 
is amended by the addition of new Sub¬ 
part 101-32.15 and a new § 101-32.4902- 
2928 in Subpart 101-32.49 as follows: 


Subpart 101-32.15—Future Plans for ADP and 
Telecommunications Systems 


Sec. 

101-32.1500 

101-32.1501 

101-32.1502 

101-32.1503 

101-32.1504 

101-32.1504-1 

101-32.1504-2 

101-32.1504-3 


101-32.1505 

101-32.1505-1 

101-32.1505-2 

101-32.1505-3 

101-32.1506 


101-32.1506-1 

101-32.1506-2 

101-32.1606-3 

101-32.1507 


Scope of subpart . 

Applicability. 

Objectives. 

Automated data and tele¬ 
communications systems. 

Automated data systems 
planning submissions. 

Group 1, System concept and 
objectives. 

Group 2, System description. 

Group 3, Computer procure¬ 
ment and operations de¬ 
scription. 

Data and message communi¬ 
cations systems planning 
submissions. 

Group 1, Summary of the 
communications system. 

Group 2, Network configura¬ 
tion. 

Group 3. Equipment descrip¬ 
tion. 

Telecommunications (other 
than data and message) 
system planning submis¬ 
sions. 

Group 1, Summary of com¬ 
munications system. 

Group 2. Network description. 

Group 3, Terminal equip¬ 
ment description. 

Agency assistance in system 
planning. 


Subparts 101-32.16—101-32.46 [Reserved] 
Subpart 101-32.49—Illustration of Forms 
• • • • • 

101-32.4902-2928 GSA Form 2928, Auto¬ 
mated Data and Telecom¬ 
munications System Plan. 


Authority: Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390, (46 
U.S.C. 486(C)). 


Part 101-32 is amended by adding new 
Subpart 101-32.15 as follows: 

Subpart 101-32.15—Future Plans for ADP 
and Telecommunications Systems 

§ 101—32.1500 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart provides procedures and 
guidelines for future planning of major 
automated data and telecommunications 
systems including preparation and sub¬ 
mission of agency plans for new systems, 
additions or deletions to existing systems, 
and for system planning assistance to 
agencies by GSA. Collection and analyses 
of projected requirements is a key part 
of a Government-wide ADP and tele¬ 
communications system planning proc¬ 
ess. Agencies are therefore required to 
make annual system planning submis¬ 
sions. These submission describe the re¬ 
quirements for proposed major auto¬ 
mated data and telecommunications sys¬ 
tems. Annual planning submissions are 
scheduled to enable the Automated 
Data and Telecommunications Service 
< ADTS) to determine those procure¬ 
ments it will conduct, and those It will 
delegate to the agencies, and to give the 


agencies advance notification of this 
determination. 

§ 101-32.1501 Applicability. 

The provisions of this subpart apply 
to all Federal agencies to the extent 
■specified in the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949, 63 
Stat. 377, as amended^ or other law, 
except as provided in this section. Sys¬ 
tems plans included in the annual sub¬ 
mission will be used as the basis for giv¬ 
ing an agency advanced notification of 
a delegation of procurement authority. 

(a) The provisions of this subpart ap¬ 
ply to telecommunications services and 
facilities, as defined in 5 101-35.105-1, 
which are planned to be acquired by the 
Government. All plans for telecommu¬ 
nications services and systems for both 
general purpose application and special¬ 
ized mission area application shall be 
submitted to GSA as outlined below: 

(1) General purpose system or service 
requirements are those for which inter¬ 
operability, efficiency, or cost-effective¬ 
ness of the service is a major considera¬ 
tion or for which no unique security or 
performance characteristics beyond the 
capabilities of a common-user system are 
demanded. General purpose telecommu¬ 
nications systems plans shall be sub¬ 
mitted to GSA in accordance with the 
procedures of this subpart. 

(2) Mission area oriented system re¬ 
quirements are those which support op¬ 
erational functions of particular agency 
missions in which cost considerations 
must yield to performance or security 
factors. Mission area oriented telecom¬ 
munications systems plans shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the Office of Telecommunica¬ 
tions Policy (OTP) in accordance with 
OTP Circular No. 12. Copies of mission 
area plans shall be provided to GSA by 
OTP in accordance with OTP Circular 12 
as amended. 

(b) This subpart is applicable to ADPE 
as defined in § 101-32.402-1, including 
ADPE components of telecommunica¬ 
tions systems. The provisions of § 101- 
32.203-3 apply in regard to ADP systems 
which are exempted from the Govern¬ 
ment-wide ADP Sharing Program. 

(c) The report required in this reg¬ 
ulation has. been cleared in accordance 
with FPMR 101-11.11 and assigned In¬ 
teragency Report Control No. 0016- 
GSA-AN. 

§ 101—32.1502 Objective*. 

(a) To determine potential require¬ 
ments for multi-user computer or com¬ 
munications facilities and to gain ade¬ 
quate lead time to plan and establish 
these facilities, it is necessary to collect 
and analyze certain information per¬ 
taining to present and planned auto¬ 
mated data systems and telecommunica¬ 
tions systems throughout the Federal 
Government. Multi-user facilities are de¬ 
sirable because they can improve effi¬ 
ciency and reduce costs by: 

(1) Enabling operation of fewer data 
processing installations and fewer sep¬ 
arate telecommunications systems while 
continuing to support identified user re¬ 
quirements ; 


(2) Enabling use of remote terminals 
and telecommunications rather than 
establishing additional computer instal¬ 
lations ; 

(3) Enabling use of common computer 
applications program packages: and 

(4) Making available features and ca¬ 
pabilities not available or justifiable on 
an individual basis. 

(b) Agency system requirements which 
are not appropriate to fulfillment on a 
common-user system shall be satisfied on 
an individual basis. 

(c) The collection of system plans pro¬ 
vides a source of information concerning 
Government-wide system developments 
from which significant trends, growth 
rates, new types of services, and similar 
forecasts and reports can be developed. 
Procurement data allow advance notifi¬ 
cation of those procurements which GSA 
will assume and those which it will dele¬ 
gate, in accordance with the provisions 
and limitations set forth in § 101-32.405. 

§ 101—32.1503 Automated data and 
telecommunications systems* 

(a) Federal agencies are required to 
make a comprehensive annual projection 
of each automated data and telecom¬ 
munications system requirement for the 
5 fiscal years following the fiscal year in 
which these projected requirements to 
GSA are due. This projection shall be 
known as the Automated Data and Tele¬ 
communications System Plan and shall 
be submitted to GSA by March 31 of each 
year. For the purposes of this subpart, a 
system is defined as any continuing ADP 
and/or telecommunications work ar¬ 
rangement, including equipment, proce¬ 
dures, processes, methods, routines, and 
techniques united by some form of regu¬ 
lated interaction to form an entity. A 
telecommunications system may include 
a computer (i.e., a message switch or con¬ 
centrator) and, conversely, an ADP sys¬ 
tem may include telecommunications re¬ 
quirements (i.e., circuits and terminal 
equipment). 

(b) The report cited in 5 101-32.1503 
(a), above, shall consist of separate plan¬ 
ning submissions for each planned or 
projected automated data or telecom¬ 
munications system requirement. Plan¬ 
ning submissions shall be made in one 
of three categories: (1) Automated data 
system planning submissions as defined 
in 5 101-32.1504, (2) data and message 
system planning submissions as defined 
in 5 101-32.1505, and (3) telecommuni¬ 
cations (other than data and message) 
system planning submissions as defined 
in § 101-32.1506. Planning submissions 
for systems involving combinations of 
computer and communications require¬ 
ments shall receive special attention to 
ensure coordination and cross-refer¬ 
encing of these requirements between the 
submission describing the computer re¬ 
quirements and the submission describ¬ 
ing the communication requirements, if 
separately submitted. Planning submis¬ 
sions for a particular system shall be up¬ 
dated annually. Requirements programed 
to be operational within the same fiscal 
year in which the planning report is 
being submitted shall not be included in 
the report. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 




19210 

(c) Agencies shall use GSA Form 2928, 
Automated Data and Telecommunica¬ 
tions System Plan (see § 101-31.4902- 
2928), in making their submission 
Identifying information for a particular 
system shall be entered in blocks 1 
through 9 of the form, and technical data 
and information describing the system 
shall be submitted in the narrative por¬ 
tion of the form, block 10. This narrative 
description shall include, but is not 
limited to the information required by 
the three groups described in §§ 101-32.- 
1504, 101-32.1505, and 101-32.1506 to the 
extent the information is known and 
applicable at the time of submission. 
Subsequent annual submissions shall 
expand and update this information as it 
becomes available through the system 
development process. 

(d) An ADP system planning submis¬ 
sion shall also include the plan for con¬ 
ducting the data communications study 
required by Subpart 101-32.11 or, if com¬ 
pleted. the results of that study. To fur¬ 
ther substantiate and amplify planning 
submissions, agencies are encouraged to 
submit other planning documents, such 
as ADP and telecommunications pro¬ 
gram plans prepared for internal plan¬ 
ning and/or for budgetary purposes. 

§ 101—32.1504 Automated data systems 
planning sub mission*. 

As a part of the preparation and sub¬ 
mission of their annual Automated Data 
and Telecommunications System Plan 
agencies shall maintain and submit plan¬ 
ning information, as specified in §101- 
32.1503. using the three groups outlined 
in this section for each proposed major 
new automated data system and for each 
proposed major revision of an existing 
automated data system. A major ADP 
system or ADP system revision is defined 
as one which requires either (a) the sub¬ 
mission of an APR in accordance with 
the provisions of § 101-32.404 or (b) the 
total expenditure in any one fiscal year 
for hardware, software, personnel en¬ 
gaged in system development, and related 
items exceeding $1 million. For some 
automated data systems, only the in¬ 
formation requested in Group 1 in this 
section may be available at the time of 
the initial submission for the system. 
This information shall be updated and 
supplemented in subsequent annual sub¬ 
missions by adding Group 2 and Group 3 
information as this information becomes 
available. However, information from all 
three groups shall be submitted no later 
than March 31 of the fiscal year preced¬ 
ing that for a proposed RFP release for 
GSA tc consider advanced delegation. 
GSA will delegate procurement author¬ 
ity for each acquisition scheduled for the 
next fiscal year if such action Is deter¬ 
mined to be in the best interests of the 
Government. Such delegations will be 
provided by July 1 of each year. This does 
not preclude the submission of individual 
APR’s at any time for unforeseen and 
urgent requirements pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of § 101-32.494, 
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§ 101-32.1304—1 Croup 1, System con¬ 
cept and objectives. 

Group 1 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Overview description of system 
objectives, functions, and operation in¬ 
cluding such facts as: Is it a new require- * 
ment, upgrade, or replacement? Will it 
operate on an existing computer? Is de¬ 
velopment being done in-house or on con¬ 
tract? Is processing primarily batch or 
interactive? 

(b) Agency system manager. 

(c) Overall point of contact. 

(d) Significant development mile¬ 
stones (fiscal year, quarter), such as 
general system study, feasibility study, 
RFP issue, award date, software develop¬ 
ment. and test and debug. 

§ 101—32.1504—2 Croup 2, System de¬ 
scription. 

Group 2 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Computer hardware requirements 
(general or special purpose, size, approxi¬ 
mate configuration). 

(b) Computer software requirement 
(programing languages, data base of file 
organization, computational needs). 

(c) Geographic distribution of systems 
including the number of data processing 
installations involved. 

(d) On-line functions (query, trans¬ 
actions, reports). 

(e) Security requirements. 

(f) Supporting telecommunications 
(see § 101-35.203). 

§ 101—32.1504—3 Croup 3, Computer 
procurement and operation* descrip¬ 
tion. 

Group 3 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Computer hardware configuration 
including number of central processing 
units (CPU), memory units, peripheral 
I/O units, and terminals. 

(b) Computer software description in¬ 
cluding file and data base size (in 
records) and estimated dally input and 
output volumes (In records). 

(c) Any unique or unusual vendor sup¬ 
plied software, maintenance, or other re¬ 
quirements involved. 

(d) Identify whether procurement Is 
proposed to be competitive or sole source, 
and the estimated dollar volume of the 
procurement. 

§ 101—32.1505 Data and message com¬ 
munications system* planning sub¬ 
missions. 

As a part of the preparation and sub¬ 
mission of the annual Automated Data 
and Telecommunications System Plan 
agencies shall maintain and submit 
planning information specified in § 101- 
32.1503, using the three groups outlined 
in this section for each proposed major 
new data and message communications 
system. Major systems or major systems 
changes are defined in § 101-35.202 (c) 
and (d). For some data and message 
communications systems, only the in¬ 
formation requested in Group 1 in this 
section may be available at the time of 
the initial submission for that system. 


This information shall be updated and 
supplemented in subsequent annual sub¬ 
missions by adding Group 2 and Group 3 
information as this information becomes 
available. 

§ 101—32.1505—1 Group 1, Summitry of 
the communications system. 

Group 1 shall consist of the following : 

(a) Overview description of system 
objectives, functions, and operation in¬ 
cluding such facts as : Is it a new require¬ 
ment, upgrade, or replacement? Are 
common-user facilities appropriate? Is 
system development being done in-house 
or on contract? 

(b) The communications system name 
or identification. 

(c) Agency system manager. 

(d) Overall point of contact. 

(e) Significant development mile¬ 
stones (fiscal year, quarter), such as 
general system study, feasibility study, 
RFP issue, award date, system test, and 
cutover. 

(f) Type of traffic (computer I/O, 
narrative, other) . 

(g) Message format ( JANAP 128, ACP 
127, other). 

(h) Information code (USASCII. BCD, 
BAUDOT, analog, other) . 

(i) Switching technique (message, cir¬ 
cuit, polling, other). 

(j) Security/privacy (national secu¬ 
rity, sensitive, degree of protection 
required). 

§ 101-32.150S-2 Group 2, Network 
configuration. 

Group 2 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Name and location of all stations. 

(b) Communications media (FTS. 
ARS, PL. FX, WATS, other) . 

(c) Traffic volume (words per min., 
msgs. per day, etc., by location-to/from). 

(d) Traffic distribution in time (busy 
hour, day). 

(e) Data transmission rate (bps). 

(f) Performance requirements (re¬ 
sponse time, max. tolerable error rate, 
etc.). 

§ 101—32.1505—3 Group 3, Equipment 
description. 

Group 3 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Communications interface (DAA, 
modem, FDM MX, TDM MX, other). 

(b) ADPE components (central proc¬ 
essor configuration, programmable ter¬ 
minal, communications cont roller). 

(c) Terminal device (TTY, paper tape, 
magnetic tape, CRT, other). 

(d) Ownership of system components 
(Government-owned, leased) . 

(e) Mode of operation (FDX, HDX. 
RO, TO). 

§ 101—32.1506 Telecommunication* 
(other than data and romage) sys¬ 
tem planning submission*. 

As a part of the preparation and sub¬ 
mission of their annual Automated Data 
and Telecommunications System Plan 
agencies shall maintain and submit 
planning information, as specified in 
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§ 101-32.1503. using the three groups 
outlined in this section for each pro¬ 
posed major new voice, security, radio, 
and video system, for each proposed 
major revisions to such systems already 
in existence, and for each proposed sys¬ 
tem interconnection to other Federal 
sytsems (e.g.. Defense Communications 
System). Major systems and major sys¬ 
tems revisions are defined in § 101-35.- 
202(a), (b), <e), (f>, and <g). For some 
of these systems, only the information 
requested in Group 1 hi this section may 
be available at the time of initial sub¬ 
mission. This information shall be up¬ 
dated and supplemented In subsequent 
annual submissions by adding Group 2 
and Group 3 Information as this in¬ 
formation becomes available. 

§ 101-32.1506-1 Group 1, Summary of 
communications system. 

Group 1 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Overview description of system 
objectives, functions, and operation in¬ 
cluding such facts as: Is it a new re¬ 
quirement, upgrade, or replacement? 
Are common-user facilities appropriate? 
Is system development being done in- 
house or on contract? 

(b) The system title or identification. 

(c) Agency system manager. 

(d) Overall point of contact. 

(e) Significant development mile¬ 
stones (fiscal year, quarter), such as 
general system study, feasibility study, 
RFP issue, award date, system test, and 
cutover. 

(f) Type of traffic (voice, graphic, 

other) . 

(g) Switching technique (circuit mes¬ 
sage, packet, other) . 

(h) Security/privacy (national secu¬ 
rity, sensitive, degree of protection 
required) . 

§ 101—32.1506-2 Group 2. Network <lc- 
scription. 

Group 2 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Name and location of all stations. 

(b) Communications media (FTS, PL, 
WATS, other). 

(c) Traffic. 

(1) Voice — Estimated number of calls 
per day, average holding time per call. 

(2) Video — Minutes per day. resolu¬ 
tion. color/gray levels/dynamic range. 

(3) Graphics— Number of images per 
day. color/gray levels/dynamic range. 

(d) Geographic and time distribution 
of traffic. 

(e) Communications reliability con¬ 
siderations. 

(f) Tolerable error rate or distortion. 

§ 101-32.1506-3 Group 3, Terminal 
equipment description. 

Group 3 shall consist of the following: 

(a) Ownership (Government-owned, 
-leased, or -tariffed, other). 

(b) Terminal type (PBX. Facsimile, 
TV. radio, etc.). 

§ 101—32.1507 Agency nubtanre in 

system planning. 

(a) Upon request, the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration (CP) will provide as¬ 
sistance to departments and agencies in 
analyzing and developing these plans. 


Since future system requirements are 
normally developed through organiza¬ 
tional channels within an agency, the 
initial point of contact for assistance will 
usually be between the requesting 
agency’s headquarters office and the 
General Services Administration (CP). 
Washington, DC 20405. Field contacts 
may subsequently be arranged with the 
appropriate GSA regional office or cen¬ 
tral office personnel as such contacts be¬ 
come necessary or desirable. 

(b> Requests for assistance should in¬ 
clude a description of the relevant details 
of the assistance desired and should be 
accompanied by a requirements sum¬ 
mary containing a review of the mis¬ 
sion and functions of the organizational 
element initiating Uie request for assist¬ 
ance. a description of current system ca¬ 
pabilities and limitations, a discussion of 
operational requirements, and a state¬ 
ment of past, present, and projected 
needs. 

(c) A formal request for assistance 
shall be directed to the General Services 
Administration (QP), Washington, DC 
20405. GSA will acknowledge in writing 
receipt of the request. The request will 
then be analyzed to determine the nature 
and scope of the assistance to be ren¬ 
dered. The ADTS staff will provide the 
requested assistance, issue periodic re¬ 
ports on the progress of the project, and 
maintain the appropriate coordination 
with the Initiating organization through¬ 
out the duration of the assistance. 

Subparts 101-32.16—101-32.46 
[Reserved] 

Subpart 101-32.49—Illustration of Forms 

Section 101-32.4902-2928 is added as 
follows: 

§ 101—32.4902—2928 GSA Form 2928, 
Automated Data and Telecommuni¬ 
cations System Plan. 

Not*.—T he form Illustrated In $ 101-32. 
4902-2928 is filed as part of the original docu¬ 
ment. 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive May 31,1974. 

Dated: May 22,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson. 
Adminstrator of General Services. 

(FR Doc. 74-12463 Filed 5-30-74,8:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER F—TELECOMMUNICATIONS ANO 
PUBLIC UTILITIES 

(FPMR Amdt. F-19] 

PART 101-35—TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Subpart 101-35.1—General Provisions 
Future System Plans 

This amendment revises § 101-35.109 
to provide a cross-reference to Subpart 
101-32.15. Instructions concerning the 
submission of future plans for auto¬ 
mated data and telecommunications 
systems are in new Subpart 101-32.15. 

1. The table of contents for Part 101-35 
Is amended to revise § 101-35.109 as 
follows: 

101-35.109 Future ADP and telecommuni¬ 
cations system plans. 


2. Section 101-35.109 Is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 101—35.109 Future ADP awl telecom¬ 
munication* system plana. 

Information concerning the annual 
submission to GSA of future plans for 
automated data and telecommunications 
systems is in Subpart 101-32.15. 

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c)) 

Effective date . This regulation is ef¬ 
fective May 31. 1974. 

Dated: May 22.1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 
Administrator of General Services. 
(FR Doc.74-12464 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 am] 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, 

AND WELFARE 

PART 100a—DIRECT PROJECT GRANT 
AND CONTRACT PROGRAMS 

Higher Education Programs 

The Commissioner of Education, with 
the approval of the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, hereby amends 
45 CFR Part 100a (38 FR 30654, Novem¬ 
ber 6, 1973) as set forth below. 

The Supplemental Educational Oppor¬ 
tunity Grant and College Work Study 
Programs are included in the list of 
Programs showm on 39 FR 30663-64 of 
the regulations. The regulations are in¬ 
appropriate for these programs since the 
student aid programs are essentially for¬ 
mula grant-type programs while the 
general provisions contained in the regu¬ 
lations were designed to apply to proj¬ 
ect grant-type programs. Thus, most 
parts of the general provisions are not 
applicable to these two student financial 
aid programs. Therefore, the regulations 
are being amended to delete all reference 
to Supplemental Educational Opportu¬ 
nity Grants and College Work Study. 
These programs will continue to operate 
under the provisions contained in the 
formal agreements which have been en¬ 
tered into by the Office of Education 
and the institutions participating in 
these programs. 

Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular A-102, Attaciimenfc H. prescribed 
standardized forms for financial report¬ 
ing for grants to State and local gov¬ 
ernments. The Office of Education ex¬ 
tended the provisions of Circular A-102 
to all recipients in the belief that uniform 
standards, when possible are in the best 
interests of good management and econ¬ 
omy. Experience with the format of the 
financial reports in Attachment H of Cir¬ 
cular A-102 now indicates that the ele¬ 
ments needed in financial reports from 
institutions of higher education are suffi¬ 
ciently different from those required 
from local school districts as to warrant 
different formats for financial reports. 

Therefore, the regulation is being 
amended to permit institutions to con¬ 
tinue using the same financial reporting 
forms currently approved by the Office 
of Management and Budget for OE pro- 
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grams of financial assistance to institu¬ 
tions of higher education. 

Subpart Q of Part 100a sets forth re¬ 
quirements concerning monitoring the 
reporting of program performance. It has 
been suggested that Subpart Q should 
also be amended to exclude the Federal 
programs for higher education, on the 
grounds that the forms set forth in OMB 
Circular A-102 are inappropriate for 
these programs. After reviewing the pro¬ 
visions of Subpart Q, the Commissioner 
has determined that no amendment to 
the subpart will be required, since the 
performance reports referred to are not 
limited to any particular format under 
the terms of the regulations. Thus re¬ 
cipients will continue to use whatever 
forms are provided for by the Commis¬ 
sioner. Recipients are further advised 
that the term “performance”, as used in 
Part 100a, Subpart Q. is interpreted to 
mean those actions and activities which 
are required of the recipient in meeting 
its obligations under the Federal pro¬ 
gram. In some cases, this may only 
amount to the expenditure of funds for 
proper purposes. 

In view of the limited time remaining 
in the fiscal year for awarding funds 
under these programs, it has been deter¬ 
mined that resort to proposed rule mak¬ 
ing procedures would be impracticable. 
(5 U.S.C. 553(b)). 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall become effective June 30, 1974. 

(20 U.S.C. 1221c (b)(1); OMB Circular No. 
A-102, Attachment H) 

Dated: May 14.1974. 

John Oxtina, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: May 28,1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health , Education , 
and Welfare. 

Part 100a of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. § 100a. 10 is amended by deleting 
paragraphs (a) (22) and (24). 

2. § 100a.400 is revised to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 100a.400 Scope of aubpart. 

(a) This subpart prescribes require¬ 
ments for recipients to report financial 
information to the Commissioner and to 
request advances and reimbursement 
when a letter-of-credit method is not 
used, and promulgates standard forms 
incident thereto. 

(OMB Circular No. A-102, Attachment H) 

(b) Notwithstanding § 100a. 10, this 
subpart shall not apply to recipients, 
other than State and local government 
recipients (if any). under the following 
federal programs: 

(1) Language development under title 
VI of the National Defense Education Act 
of 1958 (20 U.S.C. 511); 

(2) Special programs and projects re¬ 
lating to national and regional problems 
under section 106 of title I of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1005a); 
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(3) College Library resources and li¬ 
brary training and research under parts 
A and B, respectively, of title II of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1021, 1031); 

(4) Strengthening developing institu¬ 
tions under title III of the Higher Edu¬ 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1051). 

(5) Special programs for students 
from disadvantaged backgrounds under 
part A-4 of title IV of the Higher Educa¬ 
tion Act of 1965 (20 UB.C. 1070d); 

(6) Cooperative education programs 
under title IV-D of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087a); 

(7) Training programs for higher edu¬ 
cation personnel under Part E of the 
Education Professions Development Act 
<20 U.S.C. 1119b) ; 

(8) Financial assistance for the im¬ 
provement of undergraduate instruction 
under title VI of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1121); 

<9) Construction of academic facili¬ 
ties under title VII of the Higher Educa¬ 
tion Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1132a); and 

(10) Education programs in foreign 
language and area studies under section 
102 (b) (6) of the Mutual Educational 
and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2452 (b)(6)). 

(20 U.S.C. 1221c (b)(1)) 

|FR Doc.74-12493 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


PART 101—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURE 

Subpart B—Public Information Act—Fee 
Schedule 

On pages 9546 and 9547 of the Federal 
Register of March 12, 1974, there was 
published a notice of proposed rule- 
making to issue regulations setting forth 
a schedule of fees to be charged for the 
provision of special information services 
pursuant to the Public Information or 
Freedom of Information Act. Interested 
persons were given 30 days in which to 
submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections regarding the proposed 
regulations. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed regulations are hereby 
adopted without change and are set forth 
below. 

Effective date: These regulations shall 
be effective May 31, 1974. 

Dated: May 9, 1974. 

Peter P. Muirhead, 

Acting U.S. Commissioner 
of Education . 

Approved: May 24, 1974. 

Casper W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare . 

Subpart B—Public Information Act—Feo 
Schedule 

Bee. 

101.10 Scope. 

101.11 Policy. 

101.12 Fee schedule. 

101.13 Services under section 427 of the 

General Education Provisions Act. 

Authority: Pub. L. 89-554, 80 Stat. 883, 
as amended (5 U.S.C. 552); sec. 427 of Pub. L. 


91-230, 84 Stat. 168 as amended (20 U.S.C 
12311). 

Subpart B—Public Information Act—Fee 
Schedule 

§ 101.10 Scope. 

This Subpart B sets forth: (a) In 
§ 101.11, the policy of the Office of Edu¬ 
cation on availability of records, (b) In 
§ 101.12, the schedule of fees to be 
charged by the Office of Education for 
records obtained under the Public Infor¬ 
mation or Freedom of Information Act 
(5 U.S.C. 552), and (c) In § 101.13, the 
procedure of the Office of Education in 
relation to charges for information ob¬ 
tained under section 427 of the General 
Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 
1231D. 

(5 U.S.C. 552; 20 U.S.C. 1231f). 

§101.11 Policy. 

(a) Policy. It is the policy of the Office 
of Education to provide routine informa¬ 
tion to the general public at no charge. 
Special information services involving a 
benefit that does not accrue to the gen¬ 
eral public are subject to the payment of 
fees which have been established to re¬ 
cover cost to the Government of provid¬ 
ing such services. 

(5UB.C. 552(a) (3)). 

§ 101.12 Fee schedule. 

The fee schedule for the Office of Edu¬ 
cation is as follows: 

(a) Search for records. $3 per hour 
Provided, however. That no charge will 
be made for the first one-half hour. 

(b) Reproduction , duplication, or 
copying of records. 10 cents per page: 
Provided, however, That no charge will 
be made where the total amount does not 
exceed 50 cents and provided further that 
where records are not susceptible to 
photocopying, e.g., punch cards or mag¬ 
netic tapes, the amount charged will be 
the actual cost, as determined on a case- 
by-case basis. 

(c) Certification or authentication of 
records. $3 per certification or authenti¬ 
cation. 

(d) Forwarding material to destina¬ 
tion. Postage, insurance, and special fees 
will be charged on an actual cost basis 

(e) Payment of fees and charges. Pay¬ 
ment may be made by check, draft or 
postal money order, payable to U.S. 
Office of Education. Requests for services, 
accompanied by payment, or requests for 
charges for record searches should be 
made to: Office of Education, Informa¬ 
tion Center, 400 Maryland Avenue SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20202. 

(5 U.8.C. 552) 

§ 101.13 ServiccA under nection 427 of 
the General Education Provisions Act. 

(a) Charges for transcripts or copies 
of tables and other records and for spe¬ 
cial statistical compilations to be fur¬ 
nished by the Commissioner of Education 
pursuant to section 427 of the General 
Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 
1231f) will be established at the time a 
specific request is submitted, approxi¬ 
mating as closely as possible the actual 
or estimated cost of the work. 
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(b> Payment in advance is required for 
all services under paragraph (a> of this 

section, 

(5 U.S.C. 552; 20 U.S.C. 123If) 

[FR Doc.74-12388 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


PART 100b—STATE ADMINISTERED 
PROGRAMS 

PART 192—STATE STUDENT INCENTIVE 
GRANT PROGRAM 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
sections 415A-415D of subpart 3 of Part A 
of Title IV of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965. as amended (20 U.S.C. 1070c- 
1070c-3>. notice is hereby given that the 
Commissioner of Education, with the 
approval of the Secretary of Health. 
Education, and Welfare, is issuing the 
following regulation governing the opera¬ 
tion of the State Student Incentive Grant 
Program, and is amending the Office of 
Education General Provisions (45 CFR 
Part 100b) so that the State Student In¬ 
centive Grant Program will be covered 
by its provisions. 

The purpose of the State Student In¬ 
centive Grant Program is to make incen¬ 
tive grants available to the States to 
assist them in providing grants to eligible 
students with substantial financial need 
to enable such students to attend or con¬ 
tinue to attend institutions of higher edu¬ 
cation. The Commissioner is authorized 
to use the funds appropriated for this 
program to pay 50 percent of the amount 
of student grants awarded under eligible 
State programs. 

In view of the limited time remaining 
in the fiscal year for affording States a 
reasonable period in which to prepare 
their applications, for the evaluation and 
processing of such applications, and for 
allotting funds under the program to 
such States, it has been determined that 
to resort to proposed rulemaking with 
respect to this regulation would be im¬ 
practicable 15 US.C. 553(b)). 

Effective date. The regulations con¬ 
tained herein shall become effective 
June 30.1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.548; State Student Incentive Grant Pro¬ 
gram) 

Dated: May 13.1974. 

John Ottina. 

U£. Cornmissioner of Education. 

Approved: May 28.1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger. 

Secretary of Health , Education, 
and Welfare. 

1. Section lOOb.lO of Title 45 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations 1s amended 
by adding a new paragraph (1> which 
reads as follows: 

§ 100b. 10 Scope. 

• • * • • 

(1) Grants to States under the State 
Student Incentive Grant Program au¬ 
thorized by Title IV-A-S of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 as amended (20 
U.S.C. 1070c —1070c-3). 
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2. Chapter I of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing a new Part 192, which reads as 
follows: 

sec. 

192.1 Purpose. 

192.2 Definitions. 

192.3 Allotment and reallotment. 

192.4 State program requirements. 

192.5 State applications. 

192.6 Student eligibility. 

192.7 State standards for determining sub¬ 

stantial financial need. 

192.8 Approval of State criteria for deter¬ 

mining expected family contribu¬ 
tion. 

192.9 Maintenance of effort. 

192.10 Use of funds. 

192.11 Disapproval of State applications. 

192.12 General provisions regulation. 

Authority : Sections 415A-415D of Title IV 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 as 
amended by section 132(b)(1) 86 Stat. 255- 
258 (20 U3.C. 1070c—1070C-3) , unless other¬ 
wise noted. 

§192.1 PurpoM*. 

The purpose of this part is to make 
incentive grants available to the States 
to assist them in providing grants to eli¬ 
gible students with substantial financial 
need to enable such students to attend 
or continue to attend institutions of 
higher education. States may develop 
new student grant programs, or may ex¬ 
pand existing ones by enlarging the class 
of eligible grant recipients and/or by in¬ 
creasing the size of the grants previously 
awarded. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070c) 

§ 192.2 Definitions. 

“Academic year” means a period of 
time, usually eight (8) or nine (9) 
months, during which a full-time student 
would normally be expected to complete 
the equivalent of two semesters, two tri¬ 
mesters, three quarters or 900 clock 
hours of instruction. 

“Act” means Title IV. Part A, Subpart 
3 of the Higher Education Act of 1965, 
as amended (20 UJ5.C. 1070c-1070c-3>. 

“Clock hour” means a period of time 
which is the equivalent of either (1) a 
50 to 60 minute class, lecture, or recita¬ 
tion, (2) two hours of laboratory, shop 
training, or internship requiring outside 
preparation, (3) two hours of outside 
preparation related to (1) and (2). or 
(4> three hours of laboratory, shop 
training, or internship not requiring out¬ 
side preparation. 

“Continuing award” means an award 
of funds under this part to a student that 
does not qualify as an “initial award” as 
defined in § 192.2. 

“Cost of education” means the cost of 
education as defined by each State. 

“Dependent student” is a student who 
does not qualify as “self-supporting or In¬ 
dependent student’' as defined in § 192.2. 

“Expected family contribution of a 
dependent student” means the sum of 
the amounts which reasonably may be 
expected from the student and his spouse 
to meet the student's cost of education 
and the amount which reasonably may 
be expected to be made available to him 
by his parents for such purpose. 
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“Expected family contribution of an 
independent or self-supporting student” 
means the amount which reasonably may 
be expected from the student and his 
spouse to meet the student's cost of 
education. 

“Full-time student” means a student 
who is carrying a full-time academic 
work load, other than by correspondence, 
measured in terms of (I) course work or 
other required activities as determined by 
the institution in which the student is en¬ 
rolled. or by the State whose agency is 
administering the program authorized by 
the Act, including any combination of 
courses, work experience, research or 
special studies which the institution re¬ 
quires of the student to consider him as 
being engaged in full-time study, and 
which amounts to the equivalent of a 
minimum of 12 semester hours or 12 
quarter hours per academic term for in¬ 
stitutions utilizing trimesters, semesters, 
or quarter hour systems, or which con¬ 
sists of a program requiring a minimum 
of 25 clock hours per week for those in¬ 
stitutions that do not utilize such sys¬ 
tems. and (2) the tuition and fees cus¬ 
tomarily charged for full-time study by 
the institution. 

(20 U.S.C. 1088(c) (2)) 

“Half-time student" means a student 
who is carrying a half-time academic 
work load measured in terms of (1) 
course work or other required activities 
as determined by the institution in which 
the student is enrolled, or by the State 
whose agency is administering the pro¬ 
gram authorized by the Act. including 
any combination of courses, work experi¬ 
ence, research or special studies which 
the institution requires of the student to 
consider him as being engaged in part- 
time study, and which amounts to a 
minimum of 6 semester hours or 6 quar¬ 
ter hours for institutions utilizing tri¬ 
mesters, semesters or quarters, or which 
consists of a program requiring a mini¬ 
mum of 13 clock hours per week for those 
institutions which do not utilize such 
systems, and (2) the tuition and fees cus¬ 
tomarily charged for half-time study by 
the institution. 

(20 U.S.C. 1088(C) (2)) 

“Independent or self-supporting stu¬ 
dent” means an independent or self-sup¬ 
porting student as defined by each State. 

“Initial award” means the first award 
made to a student under this part. A 
payment under this part by a State to any 
student who had previously received a 
payment of grant funds under this part 
by any State shall not be considered an 
initial award payment 

“Institution of higher education” 
means ap educational institution in any 
State which (1) admits as regular stu¬ 
dents only persons having a certificate 
of graduation from a school providing 
secondary education, or the recognized 
equivalent of such a certificate. (2) is le¬ 
gally authorized within such State to 
proride a program of education beyond 
secondary education, (3> provides an 
educational program for which it awards 
a bachelor’s degree or provides not less 
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than a two-year program which is ac¬ 
ceptable for full credit toward such a de¬ 
gree, (4) is a public or other nonprofit 
institution, and (5) is accredited by a 
nationally recognized accrediting agency 
or association or, if not so accredited, (i) 
is an institution with respect to which the 
Commissioner has determined that there 
is satisfactory assurance, considering the 
resources available to the institution, the 
period of time, if any. during which it 
has operated, the effort it is making to 
meet accreditation standards, and the 
purpose for which this determination is 
being made, that the institution will meet 
the accreditation standards of such an 
agency or association within a reason¬ 
able time, or (ii> is an institution whose 
credits are accepted, on transfer, by not 
less than three institutions which are so 
accredited, for credit on the same basis 
as if transferred from an institution so 
accredited. Such term also includes any 
school which provides not less than a 
one-year program of training to prepare 
students for gainful employment in a 
recognized occupation and which meets 
the provision of paragraphs <1>, (2), 

(4), and (5) of this section unless the 
school is a public institution in which 
case it may also be accredited by the 
State agency in that State which has 
been listed by the Commissioner as a re¬ 
liable authority as to the quality of pub¬ 
lic postsecondary vocational education 
in that State, and any proprietary insti¬ 
tution of higher education, as defined in 
$ 192.2, which has an agreement with the 
Commissioner containing such terms and 
conditions as the Commissioner deter¬ 
mines to be necessary to insure that the 
availability of assistance to students at 
the school under this part has not re¬ 
sulted, and will not result, in an increase 
in the tuition, fees, or other charges to 
such students. 

(20 US.C. 1087-1 (b), 1141 (a)) 

“National of the United States” means 

(1) a citizen of the United States, or (2) 
a person who though not a citizen of 
the United States owes permanent al¬ 
legiance to the United States. 

(8 U.S.C. 1101(a) (22)) 

“Parent” means the mother or father 
of the student, unless any other person, 
except the student's spouse, provides 
more than one-half of the student’s 
support and claims or is eligible to claim 
the student as an exemption for Fed¬ 
eral income tax purposes, in which case 
such person shall be considered the 
parent. 

“Proprietary institution of higher 
education” means a school (1) which 
provides not less than a six-month pro¬ 
gram of training to prepare students 
for gainful employment in a recognized 
occupation, (2) which admits as regular 
students only persons having a certifi¬ 
cate of graduation from a school pro¬ 
viding secondary education or the recog¬ 
nized equivalent of such a certificate, 
(3) which is legally authorized by the 
State in which it is located to provide a 
program of education beyond secondary 
education, (4) which is accredited by 
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a nationally recognized accrediting 
agency or association approved by the 
Commissioner for this purpose, (5) 
which is not a public or other nonprofit 
institution, and (6) which has been in 
existence for at least two years. 

(20U.S.C. 1088(b) (3)) 

“State” means, in addition to the 
several States of the Union, the District 
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. Guam, America Samoa, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, 
and the Virgin Islands. 

(20 U.S.C. 1141(b); 20 U.S.C. 1088(a) ) 

“Undergraduate student” means a 
student who (1) is in attendance at an 
institution of higher education and (2) 
has not earned his first baccalaureate or 
professional degree. A student who has 
not earned his first baccalaureate or 
professional degree and who is enrolled 
in a program of study at the postsecond¬ 
ary level which is designed to extend 
for more than four academic years shall 
not be considered an undergraduate stu¬ 
dent in that portion of the program that 
involves study beyond the fourth aca¬ 
demic year unless that program leads to 
a first degree and is designed to extend 
for a period of five academic years. 

(20 U.8.C. 1070c-1070c-3, unless otherwise 
noted) 

§ 192.3 Allotment and reallotment. 

(a) Allotment of funds for initial 
awards. From the sums appropriated 
pursuant to section 415A(b)(l) of the 
Act for any fiscal year, the Commissioner 
will allot to each State an amount which 
bears the same ratio to such sums as the 
number of students in attendance as at 
least half-time students at institutions 
of higher education in such State bears 
to the total number of such students in 
such attendance in all the States. 

(b) Reallotment of funds for initial 
awards. The amount of any State’s allot¬ 
ment under paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion for any fiscal year which the Com¬ 
missioner determines will not be re¬ 
quired for that State’s grant program 
for such fiscal year shall be available for 
reallotment from time to time, on such 
dates during such year as the Commis¬ 
sioner may fix, to other States in pro¬ 
portion to the original allotments to 
such States under paragraph (a) of this 
section for such year, but with such 
proportionate amount for any of such 
States being reduced to the extent it 
exceeds the sum the Commissioner esti¬ 
mates such State needs and will be able 
to use for such year for carrying out the 
State plan; and the total of such reduc¬ 
tions shall be similarly reallotted among 
the States whose proportionate amounts 
were not so reduced. 

(c) Any amount reallotted to a State 
under paragraph (b) of this section dur¬ 
ing a year shah be deemed part of its 
allotment under paragraph (a) of this 
section for such year. 

(d) For the purposes of this section, 
the number of students in attendance as 
at least half-time students at institu¬ 
tions of higher education in a State and 


in all the States will be determined by 
the Commissioner for the most recent 
year for which satisfactory data are 
available to him. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070C-1) , 

§ 192.4 Suite program requirements. 

(а) A State may receive funds allotted 
to it under § 192.3 for any fiscal year only 
if such funds will be expended pursuant 
to a State program which: 

(1) Is administered by a single State 
agency; 

(2) Awards such grants only to stu¬ 
dents who meet the eligibility require¬ 
ments of § 192.6: 

(3) Provides for the selection of recip¬ 
ients of such grants on the basis of sub¬ 
stantial financial need determined an¬ 
nually on the basis of criteria established 
by the State and approved by the Com¬ 
missioner; 

(4) Provides that such grants will be 
in amounts not in excess of $1,500 per 
academic year for attendance on a full¬ 
time basis at an institution of higher 
education; 

(5) Meets the maintenance of effort 
requirement of § 192.9; 

(б) Provides for such fiscal control and 
fund accounting procedures as may be 
necessary to assure proper disbursement 
of and accounting for Federal funds paid 
to the State under this part; 

(7) Provides for the making of such 
reports, in such form and containing such 
information, as may be reasonably nec¬ 
essary to enable the Commissioner to 
perform his functions under this part; 
and 

(8) Provides for the payment of the 
non-Federal share of grants awarded 
under this part from funds supplied by 
the State. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070C-2) 

§ 192.5 Stale application*. 

(a) Any State wishing to obtain a pay¬ 
ment under this part which has not pre¬ 
viously received funds under the Act 
shall file an application with the Com¬ 
missioner, through the State agency ad¬ 
ministering its program of student 
grants, which shall be in such form, and 
contain the following information and 
such other information and assurances, 
as the Commissioner may from time to 
time prescribe: 

(1) A description of the applicable 
State grant program, including 

(i) The name of the State agency ad¬ 
ministering the program, 

(ii) A certification by an appropriate 
State official that the above State agency 
is the single State agency responsible 
for the administration of this grant pro¬ 
gram and that such agency has the au¬ 
thority to participate in and receive 
funds under this part, 

(iii) The maximum grant permitted 
under the program, 

(iv) The program’s definition of sub¬ 
stantial financial need, 

(v) The criteria and procedures used 
in determining financial need, in select¬ 
ing grant recipients and in determining 
the amount of such grants, 
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(vi) A description of the students eli¬ 
gible to receive grants, and 

(vii) The type of schools students re¬ 
ceiving grants under the program may 
attend; 

(2) The amount of funds to be spent by 
the State in the fiscal year for which 
funds are requested under this part for 
grants to all students attending institu¬ 
tions of higher education, including 
grants to undergraduate students 
awarded such funds on the basis of sub¬ 
stantial financial need; 

(3) The amount of funds, if any, ex¬ 
pended by the State for grants to all 
students attending institutions of higher 
education, including grants to under¬ 
graduate students awarded such funds 
on the basis of substantial financial need, 
during the second fiscal year preceding 
the fiscal year in which the State will 
first receive funds under this part; and 

(4) An assurance that the State will 
match the amount of funds allotted or 
reallotted to it under § 192.3 for the fiscal 
year, or if the State cannot make such 
an assurance, the amount of Federal 
funds that the State can match for that 
fiscal year. 

(b) Any State which has previously re¬ 
ceived funds under the Act that wishes to 
obtain a payment under this part shall 
file an application with the Commis¬ 
sioner, through the State agency admin¬ 
istering its program of student grants, 
which shall be in such form, and contain 
the following information and such other 
information or assurances, as the Com¬ 
missioner may from time to time 
prescribe: 

(1) The definition of substantial finan¬ 
cial need; 

(2) The criteria and procedures used 
in determining financial need, in select¬ 
ing grant recipients and in determining 
the amount of such grants; 

(3) The information described in sub- 
paragraphs (2) and (4) of paragraph (a) 
of this section; and 

(4) An assurance that the applicable 
State program continues to meet the re¬ 
quirements of § 192.4. 

(c) The Commissioner will from time 
to time establish cut off dates for the fil¬ 
ing of applications. 

(20 US.C. 1070C-2) 

§ 192.6 Student eligibility. 

In order to receive a grant under tills 
part, a student must (1) be a national of 
the United States, be in the United States 
for other than a temporary purpose and 
intend to become a permanent resident 
thereof, or be a permanent resident of the 
Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands; 

(2) be enrolled or accepted for enroll¬ 
ment as at least a half-time undergrad¬ 
uate student at an institution of higher 
education; and (3) have substantial 
financial need as determined annually 
in accordance with § 192.7. 

(20U.S.C. 1070O-2) 

§ 192.7 Stale standards for determining 
substantial financial need. 

(a) A State program under this part 
shall define substantial financial need 


and establish standards for determining 
whether an applicant for a grant has 
such need. Such standards may include, 
but are not limited to 

(1) A student’s expected family con¬ 
tribution; 

(2) The difference between a student’s 
cost of education and his expected family 
contribution; or 

(3) The student’s or where relevant, 
the student’s parents’ income. 

(b) A student will be deemed by the 
Commissioner to have substantial finan¬ 
cial need under a State program (1> 
which determines such need by evaluat¬ 
ing only the student’s expected family 
contribution if that student’s expected 
family contribution is not more than 
$2800; (2) which determines such need 
by evaluating the difference between the 
student’s cost of education and his ex¬ 
pected family contribution if that differ¬ 
ence is at least $90; (3) which deter¬ 
mines such need by evaluating the stu¬ 
dent's, and where relevant, the student’s 
parents’ income if the student’s net 
income does not exceed $20,000, or. 
where relevant, if the parents’ net in¬ 
come does not exceed $20,000; or (4) 
which determines such need in accord¬ 
ance with standards other than those 
specifically listed in paragraph (a) of 
this section if the amount of need deter¬ 
mined in accordance with that standard 
is reasonably comparable to the amount 
of need that would be determined under 
the standards listed in paragraph (a). 

(c) A State program which provides 
for the selection of recipients on the 
basis of criteria which do not qualify 
under the provisions of paragraph (b) 
may, nevertheless, be approved, pursuant 
to section 4150(b)(4) of the Act, if the 
State demonstrates, to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioner, that such program 
provides for the selection of recipients' 
only on the basis of substantial financial 
need. 

(20 US.C. 1070C-2) 

§ 192.8 Approval of State criteria for 
determining expected family contri¬ 
bution. 

(a) Dependent students . The Commis¬ 
sioner will approve the criteria of a State 
program which uses an expected family 
contribution in determining whether a 
dependent student has substantial fi¬ 
nancial need if such State takes into 
consideration at least the following fac¬ 
tors in determining the amount of in¬ 
come and net assets that should reason¬ 
ably be made available by the student, 
the student’s spouse and the student’s 
parents for meeting the student’s cost 
of education: 

(1) Any serious family illness; 

(2) The number of dependent children 
of the student’s parents; 

(3) The number of such dependent 
children attending institutions of higher 
education; and 

(4) Such other circumstances as may 
affect the ability of the student and stu¬ 
dent’s parents to contribute toward the 
cost of the student’s education. 

(b) Independent or self-supporting 


student. The Commissioner will approve 
the criteria of a State program which 
utilizes an expected family contribution 
in determining whether an independent 
or self-supporting student has substan¬ 
tial financial need if such State takes 
into consideration at least the following 
factors when calculating that portion of 
the income and net assets of the student 
and the student’s spouse which should 
reasonably be made available for meeting 
the student’s cost of education: 

(1) Any serious illness in the student’s 
family; 

(2) The number of dependent children 
of the student; 

(3) The number of such dependent 
children attending institutions of higher 
education; and 

(4) Such other circumstances as may 
affect the ability of the student or spouse 
to contribute toward the cost of the stu¬ 
dent's education. 

(c) The Commissioner has determined 
that any of the following need analysis 
systems or methods of calculation meet 
the criteria set forth in paragraph (a) 
and (b) of this section. Thus, in deter¬ 
mining the amount of a student’s ex¬ 
pected family contribution a State may 
use: 

(1) Systems of need analysis published 
by the American College Testing Serv¬ 
ices and the College Scholarship Service. 

(2) The method of calculating an ex¬ 
pected family contribution used in the 
Basic Educa tiona l Opportunity Grant 
Program (45 CFR 190), or 

(3) For dependent students only, the 
Income Tax System—For purposes of 
this part, the expected family contribu¬ 
tion calculated according to the Income 
Tax System is an amount ecnml to the 
amount of income tax paid by the parents 
of such student. 5 percent of su^h par¬ 
ents’ net assets in excess of $7,500 and 
anv amount the student is reasonably 
able to contribute. 

(d) The Commissioner will approve 
any other need analysis system or method 
of calculation which produces an ex¬ 
pected family contribution reasonably 
comparable to tho«e produced by tho«*e 
described in paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

(20U.S.C. 1070C-2) 

§ 192.9 Maintenance of effort. 

The amount of funds expended by the 
State for the non-Federal portion of 
awards made under this part for each 
fiscal year shall represent an additional 
expenditure for that year by that State 
over the amounts, if any, expended by 
such State for grants to all students at¬ 
tending institutions of higher education 
during the second fiscal year preceding 
the fiscal year in which such State ini¬ 
tially received funds under this part. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070c-2(b) (4)) 

§ 192.10 Ukc of fund*. 

Funds paid to a State under this part 
may be used by such State only to pay 
50 percent of the amount of student 
grants made under this part. 

(20 US.C. 1070C-2) 
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§ 192.11 Disapproval of State applica¬ 
tion*. 

The Commissioner will comply with 
the provisions of § 415D of the Act (re¬ 
garding notice, opportunity for a hear¬ 
ing, and judicial review) before finally 
disapproving any application of a State. 

(20 U.8.C. 1070C-3) 

§ 192.12 General provisions regulation. 

Assistance provided under this part is 
subject to applicable provisions con¬ 
tained in Subchapter A of this chapter 
(relating to fiscal, administrative and 
other matters). 

(20 UJS.C. 1070C-1070C-3) 

JFR Doc.74-12494 Plied 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


PART 155—UPWARD BOUND 

Criteria for the Funding of Applications 

On pages 9840 and 9841 of the Federal 
Recister of March 14, 1974. there was 
published a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing to amen d th e funding criteria set 
forthe in 45 CFR 155.7. Interested per¬ 
sons were given fifteen days in which to 
submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No comments, suggestions, or objec¬ 
tions have been received; therefore, the 
amendment to §155.7 is hereby adopted 
without change and is set forth below. 

Effective date . This amendment to 
§ 155.7 shall become effective May 31, 
1974. 

Dated: May 7,1974. 

John Ottina, 

UJS. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: May 24,1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health, 

Education , and Welfare. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.492 Upward Bound) 

Section 155.7 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 155.7 Criteria for evaluating proposals. 

(a) Proposals for new projects will be 
selected on the basis of a review in light 
of the following factors, which are not 
necessarily listed in order of weight or 
importance: 

(1) Knowledge of the specific needs of 
an identifiable student population to be 
served in terms of income, educational 
achievement, educational and related 
problems, and conditions and/or atti¬ 
tudes which are barriers to educational 
advancement. 

(2) Comprehensiveness of recruiting 
sources and methods. 

(3) Experience in serving low-income 
students including cooperation with 
other agencies providing services to the 
target community. 

(4) Evidence of the commitment of the 
applicant to see that all of its Upward 
Bound students are provided with oppor¬ 
tunities to attend postsecondary institu¬ 
tions, by assisting students in receiving 


special review from the admissions and 
financial aid personnel of the host insti¬ 
tution, and by assisting students in 
learning about and applying for admis¬ 
sion to other postsecondary institutions. 

(5) A work program which is designed 
to develop critical thinking, effective ex¬ 
pression and positive attitudes toward 
learning and which: (i) Is realistic and 
practicable; (ii> diagnoses individual stu¬ 
dent needs and abilities, including aca¬ 
demic deficiencies, at the time of entry 
into the project; (iii) contains an in¬ 
dividualized curriculum design appro¬ 
priate for each student’s identified needs, 
and which involves a variety of methods 
and levels of instruction appropriate to 
individual needs; (iv) contains a 
mechanism for measuring the effective¬ 
ness of the project, and each student’s 
progress, in remedying academic defi¬ 
ciencies; <v) provides for a timetable for 
implementation and development; (vi) 
contains supportive services directly re¬ 
lated to the application of formal learn¬ 
ing experiences, and designed to enhance 
the academic, personal and social effec¬ 
tiveness and the cultural development of 
the student; <vii> contains a prognostic 
evaluation of individual student perform¬ 
ance, including documentation of stu¬ 
dent growth and development, academic 
and personal; (viii) contains Internal 
evaluation mechanisms to test program 
effectiveness; <ix) includes a comprehen¬ 
sive counseling program. 

(6) Clearly delineates the lines of 
authority and communication between 
the applicant institution and the project 
staff, and 

(7) Outlines the composition and re¬ 
sponsibilities of the Advisory Committees. 

(8) The criteria set forth in 45 CFR 
100a26(b). 

(b) Proposals for the continuation of 
previously funded projects will be re¬ 
viewed in the light of the following 
factors: 

(1) Satisfactory progress has been 
made in the implementation of the ear¬ 
lier phases of the project. 

(2) Necessary modifications of the 
previously approved proposal Work Pro¬ 
gram to improve project performance. 

(3) The effectiveness of the internal 
evaluation techniques to test program ef¬ 
fectiveness. 

(4) Evidence that all of its Upward 
Bound students are provided with oppor¬ 
tunities to attend postsecondary insti¬ 
tutions, are receiving special review from 
the admissions and financial aid person¬ 
nel of the host institution, and are learn¬ 
ing about and applying for admission to 
other postsecondary institutions. 

(5) Before any proposal for the con¬ 
tinuation of a project is evaluated, all 
required reports, including fiscal audits, 
data collection forms, quarterly fiscal re¬ 
ports, and semi-annual and annual nar¬ 
rative reports must be received and ac¬ 
cepted by the appropriate Office of Ed¬ 
ucation staff. 

(20 UJS.C. 1070d~l) 

• • • • • 

JFR Doc.74-12387 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER !—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

PART 0—COMMISSION ORGANIZATION 

Requests for Public Inspection Copies 

1. The Commission recently awarded 
a contract for the duplication of Com¬ 
mission records to ABS Duplicators, Inc., 
1732 Eye Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 
20006. The new contract does not require 
the duplicating contractor to maintain 
master files of the materials now listed 
in § 0.465(a) (l>-(4) of the rules and 
regulations. Section 0.465(a) should 
therefore be amended to reflect the name 
of the new contractor and this change 
in the files maintained by the contractor. 

2. Authority for these amendments is 
contained in sections 4>i) and 303(r) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 47 U.S.C. 154(i) and 303(r>, 
and in § 0.231(d) of the rules and regu¬ 
lations, 47 CFR 0.231(d). Because the 
amendments are strictly informational 
and editorial in nature, the prior notice 
and effective date provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
553 are inapplicable. 

3. In view of the foregoing. It is 
ordered , effective May 31, 1974. That 
Part 0 of the rules and regulations is 
amended as set forth below. 

(Secs. 4, 303. 48 Stat., as amended, 1066. 
1082; 47 US.C. 154. 303) 

Adopted: May 21, 1974. 

Released: May 23. 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] John M. Torbet, 

Executive Director. 

In Part 0 of Chapter I of Title 47 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, § 0.465 
(a) is revised to read as follows: 

§ 0.465 Request fur copies of material** 
which are available, or made avail¬ 
able, for public inspection. 

(a) The Commission annually awards 
a contract to a commercial firm to make 
copies of Commission records and offer 
them for sale to the public. The con¬ 
tract is awarded on the basis of the low¬ 
est cost to the public. Currently, the 
contractor is ABS Duplicators. Inc., 1732 
Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Except as provided in paragraphs (b) 
and (c) of this section and in § 0.467, 
requests for copies of the records listed 
in §§ 0.453 and 0.455, and those made 
available for inspection under § 0.461, 
should be directed to the contractor. 

• • • • • 

(FR Doc.74-12631 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 19772: RM-1943, RM-1990: 
FCC 74-532) 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Stations in Florida; Table of 
Assignments 

In the matter of amendment of § 73.202 
(b), Table of Assignments, FM Broad¬ 
cast Stations (Jensen Beach and Vero 
Beach, Florida.) 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 







1 . On June 13, 1973, the Commission 
adopted a notice of proposed rulemaking 
(FCC 73-642, 38 FR 16661) in-the above- 
entitled matter. The Notice proposed 
amendment of the FM Table of Assign¬ 
ments by assigning a first channel to 
Jensen Beach and a second channel to 
Vero Beach, Florida. 

RM-1943, Jensen Beach, Florida 

2. Our Notice proposed to assign FM 
Channel 296A to Jensen Beach, Florida. 
Timely comments and/or reply com¬ 
ments were filed by petitioner Robert A. 
Jones, the Jensen Beach Chamber of 
Commerce, and Blue Water Broadcast¬ 
ing Co., Inc. (Blue Water), licensee of 
FM Station WMCF at Stuart. Florida, 
four miles from Jensen Beach. 

3. Three basic questions are posed: 
(1) Is Jensen Beach a community for 
the purpose of assigning an FM chan¬ 
nel to it? (2) If Jensen Beach is such 
a community, is it large enough and 
significant enough to warrant the as¬ 
signment of an FM channel? (3) Can 
Channel 296A be used at Jensen Beach 
in full compliance with our engineering 
requirements? 

4. According to the Rand McNally 
Commercial Atlas and Marketing Guide, 
1971, Jensen Beach, Florida, which is 
not listed in the 1970 U.S. Census, has a 
population of 5,000 permanent winter 
residents. 1 It is located in Martin County 
which has 28,035 persons residing in it 
There is no FM assignment at Jensen 
Beach nor is there any standard broad¬ 
cast station located there. To determine 
if Jensen Beach is a community for the 
above-mentioned purpose we turn to the 
following information. 

5. The Jensen Beach Chamber of 
Commerce states that Jensen Beach, by 
common consensus, is made up of that 
group of persons located in a land area 
of eight square miles bounded by the 
Martin/St. Lucie County line on the 
north, U.S. Highway #1 on the west, the 
St. Lucie River on the south and the 
Atlantic Ocean on the east. The exist¬ 
ence of Jensen Beach as a community is 
questioned by Blue Water in an apparent 
effort to deny the assignment of a first 
FM channel to Jensen Beach. Blue 
Water points out that Jensen Beach does 
not have an independent formally estab¬ 
lished governmental body guiding and 
controlling it, and that many of the in¬ 
stitutions in Jensen Beach are arms of, 
or controlled by, the Commissioners of 
Martin County. The only evidence 


1 A variety of techniques for estimating the 
population In Jensen Beach have been 
tendered by petitioner Including the use of 
postal and voter registration statistics. Since 
the development of an estimated population 
from these statistics depends, in part, on the 
evaluators’ interest, we are not using them 
but are instead using the figure cited by the 
Hand McNally Commercial Atlas and Market¬ 
ing Guide of 1971 for determining the size 
of Jensen Beach. We believe the Rand Mc¬ 
Nally figure Is a comprehensive calculation 
arrived at by a totally independent and non- 
iuterested entity. All population statistics, 
except for Jensen Beach, are from the 1970 
U.S. Census. 
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offered by petitioner as to the present 
existence of a rudimentary govern¬ 
mental structure at Jensen Beach are 
the facts that Jensen Beach has its own 
independent fire department and ambu¬ 
lance service. However, Mr. Jones brings 
to our attention the fact that organized 
citizens of Jensen Beach commenced, as 
of July 5. 1973, a drive to seek a govern¬ 
mental charter and incorporation for 
Jensen Beach. From the material pro¬ 
vided us it appears that the achieving 
of a charter and incorporation for Jen¬ 
sen Beach depends primarily on the will 
of the citizens of Jensen Beach and that 
the citizens of Jensen Beach are of the 
view that a fonnally governmentally 
recognized Jensen Beach will result in 
the fulfillment of their desire to control 
the planning and operating of vital local 
functions such as zoning, population 
density, police protection, traffic flow, 
recreation and water and sew r age man¬ 
agement. 

6 . In connection with the commercial 
and social activity in the area known as 
Jensen Beach we make but a few obser¬ 
vations. The community has its own ac¬ 
tive Chamber of Commerce which has 
134 current businesses subscribing and 34 
non-business subscribers for a member¬ 
ship totalling 168. This indicates a sig¬ 
nificant concentration of commercial 
and business activity as does an ex¬ 
amination of the Chamber-produced 
Jensen Beach Fishing Guide which dis¬ 
plays advertisements indicating that 
Jensen Beach has a wide variety of serv¬ 
ices and products available in it for the 
area’s citizens and tourists. The com¬ 
mercial activity in Jensen Beach is sup¬ 
ported by a local commercial bank ($20 
million in deposits) and a developing 
Federal Savings and Loan Association. 
Jensen Beach appears to have the nor¬ 
mal variety of service organizations (for 
example, the Jensen Beach Women’s As¬ 
sociation) in which community members 
cooperate to advance civic activities. The 
basic social activity in the area appears 
to revolve about five churches and their 
substantial membership. Activities are 
sponsored by the Chamber of Commerce 
and the fire department. The local news¬ 
paper is the Jensen Beach Mirror. 

7. We find that Jensen Beach is a 
community in the sense required for us 
to assign an FM channel to it, i.e., its 
commercial and social life indicate there 
is a community of interest associated 
with an identifiable population grouping 
at Jensen Beach. In light of particularly 
the commercial life at Jensen Beach we 
hold that the community is of significant 
size. This, of course, is supported by the 
population attributed to it by the Rand 
McNally Commercial Atlas and Market¬ 
ing Guide of 1971—5,000 persons. 

8 . Our notice stated that any trans¬ 
mitter site for a Channel 296A assigned 
to Jensen Beach would have to be located 
approximately 4 miles south of that com¬ 
munity in order to meet our minimum 
mileage separation requirements to 
Channel 296A at Melbourne. Florida, 
WTAI-FM. Blue Water offers a showing 
that indicates that air navigation in the 
Jensen Beach area additionally limits 
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the choice of an appropriate transmitter 
site from which Jensen Beach in its en¬ 
tirety could be served by an FM station 
broadcasting on Channel 296A. How¬ 
ever, Mr. Jones shows that it is not nec¬ 
essary to locate an antenna more than 
four miles from Witham Field (county 
airport). A Class A station, operating 
with maximum power and antenna 
height of 200 feet above average terrain 
from a site on the west bank of South 
Fork of St. Lucie River, about three miles 
from the airfield, would be able to com¬ 
ply with the appropriate provisions of 
the Commission's rules. 

9. In view of the foregoing. w r e find it 
in the public interest to assign Channel 
296A to Jensen Beach, Florida. 

RM-1990, Vero Beach, Florida 

10. The notice proposed the assign¬ 
ment of Channel 288A to Vero Beach, 
Forida. The only comment received in 
response to our notice was brief and was 
from Mr. Wister, the original petitioner. 

11. According to the 1970 U.S. Census, 
Indian River County, Forida, has a pop¬ 
ulation of 35.992, and its governmental 
seat, Vero Beach, has a population of 
11,908. There is one FM assignment at 
Vero Beach, Channel 228A (WGYL) 
which is licensed to WGYL Radio Corp. 
There are also two standard broadcast 
stations in the community, WAXE and 
WTTB. The former is licensed as a day¬ 
time-only station to Shargo, Inc., while 
the latter is an unlimited-time station li¬ 
censed to Tropics, Inc. 

12. The notice contained substantial 
information about Vero Beach—its loca¬ 
tion, past and anticipated growth, busi¬ 
ness and industrial activities, community 
services, and other matters—which 
amply demonstrated that Vero Beach 
qualified for a second Class A channel 
assignment, and which will not be re¬ 
peated here. 

13. The notice in this proceeding men¬ 
tioned the contention of Tropics, Inc. 
(Tropics), licensee of standard broadcast 
Station WTTB, Vero Beach, Forida, that 
the assignment of Channel 288A to Vero 
Beach would have a serious preclusionary 
impact on FM assignments in the area. 
Although Tropics did not respond to our 
notice, we are of the view that it is im¬ 
portant to touch again on the matter of 
preclusion. As to Tropics' allegation that 
the assignment of Channel 288A to Vero 
Beach would foreclose assignments to 
a number of communities which do not 
have aural broadcast facilities, petitioner 
points out that the population of some of 
the communities mentioned are less than 
300 and that others are portions of exist¬ 
ing towns which are already served by 
their own broadcast media. Mr. Wister 
has shown that Channel 292A is avail¬ 
able to the precluded area north of Vero 
Beach. We believe that the assignment 
of Channel 288A to Vero Beach would not 
deprive any sizeable community located 
within the precluded area of a first local 
broadcast service. 

14. Having considered all the material 
presented in RM-1990. we conclude that 
the public interest would be served by 
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assignment of a second FM channel to 
Vero Beach, Florida. 

15. Accordingly, it is ordered. That 
effective July 1. 1974. the FM Table of 
Assignments in § 73.202(b) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules is amended, insofar as 
the communities listed below are con¬ 
cerned, to read as follows: 


City: Channel No. 

Jensen Beach. Fla- 296A 

Vero Beach, Fla_. 228A, 288A 


(Secs. 4(1), 303, 307(b), Communications Act 
of 1034. as amended) 

17. It is further ordered, That this 
proceeding is terminated. 

Adopted: May 22,1974. 

Released: May 24,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

I seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12536 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

| Arndt. No. 5 to S.O. No. 1129) 

PART 1033— CAR SERVICE 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad 
Co. Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
of Burlington Northern Inc. 

At a Session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
24th day of May 1974. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1129 (38 FR 8062. 9668. 18026, 
33399, and 39 FR 861), and good cause 
appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That: 

§ 1033.1129 Service Order No. 1129. 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co. authorized to operate over 
tracks of Burlington Northern Inc., be, 
and it is hereby, amended by substituting 
the following paragraph (e) for para¬ 
graph (e) thereof: 

<e) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 pjn„ De¬ 
cember 15. 1974. unless otherwise modi¬ 
fied, changed, or suspended by order of 
this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m„ May 31, 
1974. 

(Secs. 1. 12, 15, and 17(2). 24 8tat. 379. 383. 
384, as amended; 49 UJ3.C. 1. 12. 15. and 17 
(2). Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 
16(4). and 17(2). 40 Stat. 101. as amended. 
54 Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17). 16(4). and 
17(2).) 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads. Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car 


• Commissioner Quello not participating. 


hire agreement under the terms of that 
agreement, and upon the American 
Short Line Railroad Association; and 
that notice of this amendment be given 
to the general public by depositing a copy 
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by 
filing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12553 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


(Arndt. No. 4 to S.O. No. 1181J 

PART 1033 —CAR SERVICE 

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad 

Co. Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 

of Chicago, Milwaukee, St Paul and Pa¬ 
cific Railroad Co. 

At a Session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
24th day of May 1974. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1131 (38 FR 9232, 17845, 33399, 
and 39 FR 8327), and good cause appear¬ 
ing therefor: 

It is ordered. That: 

§ 1033.1131 Service Order No. 1131. 

(Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co. authorized to operate over 
tracks of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
and Pacific Railroad Co.), be, and it is 
hereby, amended by substituting the fol¬ 
lowing paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) 
thereof: 

(e) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 pjn., 
November 30, 1974. unless otherwise 
modified, changed, or suspended by order 
of this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., May 31, 
1974. 

(Secs. 1. 12. 15, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379. 383, 
384. as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12. 15. and 
17(2). Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 
15(4), and 17(2), 40 8tat. 101, as amended. 
64 Stat. 911; 49 UJS.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 
17(2).) 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads, 
Car Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
car hire agreement under the terms of 
that agreement, and upon the American 
Short Line Railroad Association: and 
that notice of this amendment be given 
to the general public by depositing a copy 
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by fil¬ 
ing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board 

[seal) Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12552 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN¬ 
TERIOR 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Lacreek National Wildlife Refuge, 
South Dakota 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective May 31, 1974. 

§ 33.5 Special regulations; sport fish¬ 
ing, for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

South Dakota 

LACREEK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Lacreek National 
Wildlife Refuge, Martin. South Dakota 
57551 will be extended to allow pole, rod, 
and reel fishing according to state law on 
portions of Pool 10 designated by signs, as 
open to bank and ice fishing. This area 
comprises about 1 l /z linear miles of bank 
fishing and is delineated on maps avail¬ 
able at the Refuge headquarters and 
from the Area Manager, United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Federal Build¬ 
ing, Pierre, South Dakota 57501. 

Fishing will be permitted at Pool 10 
as designated from June 30, 1974 to 
March 1,1975. 

The use of boats for all Lacreek Refuge 
fishing Is prohibited except on the Little 
White River Recreation Area. Public 
fishing on Lacreek National Wildlife 
Refuge may be closed at anytime to pro¬ 
tect impassable roads, construction or 
wildlife. 

Fishermen must park at designated 
parking areas. 

The provisions of these special regu¬ 
lations supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in 50 CFR 
Part 33, and are effective through 
March 31, 1975. 

Harold H. Burgess, 
Refuge Manager. Lacreek Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Martin, 
South Dakota. 

May 24.1974. 

[FR Doq.74-12473 Filed 5-30-74;8:46 ami 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER I—AGRICULTURAL MARKETING 
SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPECTION, 
MARKETING PRACTICES), DEPART¬ 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE 


PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND VEG¬ 
ETABLES, PROCESSED PRODUCTS 
THEREOF, AND CERTAIN OTHER PROC¬ 
ESSED FOOD PRODUCTS 

Standards for Grades of Processed Raisins; 


In FR Doc. 74-8686, published at page 
13763 in the issue dated Wednesday, 
April 17. 1974: and in FR Doc. 74-1795, 
published at page 2485 in the issue dated 
Tuesday, January 22, 1974. Table m 
under § 52.1849 is corrected by changing 
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the U.S. Grade B allowance for capstems 
from 46 to 45. 

Dated: May 24,1974. 

E. L. Peterson, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural Marketing Service . 
[FR Doc.74-12413 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 ami 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia Orange Reg. 467J 

p AR T 908—VALENCIA ORANGES GROWN 
IN ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
California-Arizona Valencia oranges that 
may be shipped to fresh market during 
the weekly regulation period May 31- 
June 6, 1974. It is issued pursuant to the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended, and Marketing Or¬ 
der No. 908. The quantity of Valencia 
oranges so fixed was arrived at after 
consideration of the total available sup¬ 
ply of Valencia oranges, the quantity of 
Valencia oranges currently available for 
market, the fresh market demand for 
Valencia oranges, Valencia orange prices, 
and the relationship of season average 
returns to the parity price for Valencia 
oranges. 

§ 908.767 Valencia Orange Regulation 
467. 

(a) Findings . (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and in¬ 
formation submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this section to limit 
the respective quantities of Valencia or¬ 
anges that may be marketed from Dis¬ 
trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during 
the ensuing week stems from the pro¬ 
duction and marketing situation con¬ 
fronting the Valencia orange industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Valencia oranges that 
should be marketed during the next suc¬ 
ceeding week. Such recommendation, de¬ 
signed to provide equity of marketing 
opportunity to handlers in all districts, 
resulted from consideration of the fac¬ 
tors enumerated in the order. The com¬ 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

mittee further reports that the fresh 
market demand for Valencia oranges 
continues to be strong. Prices f.o.b. aver¬ 
aged $3.64 per carton on a reported sales 
volume of 917 carlots last week, compared 
with an average f.o.b. price of $3.61 per 
carton and sales of 896 carlots a week 
earlier. Track and rolling supplies at 
702 cars were up 19 cars from last week. 

(ii) Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and information submitted by 
the committee, and other available In¬ 
formation, the Secretary finds that the 
respective quantities of Valencia oranges 
which may be handled should be fixed as 
hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rulemaking procedure, and 
postpone the effective date of this section 
until 30 days after publication hereof in 
the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 553) be¬ 
cause the time intervening between the 
date when information upon which this 
regulation is based became available and 
the time when this regulation must be¬ 
come effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufficient, 
and a reasonable time is permitted, under 
the circumstances, for preparation for 
such effective time; and good cause ex¬ 
ists for making the provisions hereof ef¬ 
fective as hereinafter set forth. The com¬ 
mittee held an open meeting during the 
current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Valencia oranges and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the 
period specified herein were promptly 
submitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such Valencia 
oranges: it is necessary, in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of ner- 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on May 28,1974. 

(b) Order . (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Valencia oranges grown in Arizona 
and designated part of California which 
may be handled during the period May 
31,1974, through June 6.1974, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: 400,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2; 306.000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: 144,000cartons.” 

(2) As used in this section, “handled”, 
“District 1”. “District 2”, “District 3”, 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 


19219 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: May 29,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division , Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.74-12609 FUed 5-29-74:11:26 am] 


[Lemon Regulation 641J 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
Califomia-Arizona lemons that may be 
shipped to fresh market during the 
weekly regulation period June 2-8, 1974. 
It is issued pursuant to the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended, and Marketing Order No. 910. 
The quantity of lemons so fixed was ar¬ 
rived at after consideration of the total 
available supply of lemons, the quantity 
of lemons currently available for market, 
the fresh market demand for lemons, 
lemon prices, and the relationship of 
season average returns to the parity 
price for lemons. 

§ 910.941 Lemon Regulation 611. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as ame nded , and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Commit¬ 
tee, established under the said amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it Is 
hereby found that the limitation of han¬ 
dling of such lemons, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided. will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this section to limit 
the quantity of lemons that may be mar¬ 
keted during the ensuing week stems 
from the production and marketing sit¬ 
uation confronting the lemon industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantity of lemons it deems advisable to 
be handled during the ensuing week. 
Such recommendation resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports the demand for lemons continues 
strong, with little change in the pattern 
for the range of sizes: Average f.o.b. 
price was $6.27 per carton the week ended 
May 25, 1974, compared to $6.15 per car¬ 
ton the previous week. Track and rolling 
supplies at 185 cars were up 10 cars from 
last week. 

(ii) Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and information submitted by the 
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committee, and other available informa¬ 
tion, the Secretary finds that the quan¬ 
tity of lemons which may be handled 
should be fixed as hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rulemaking procedure, and 
postpone the effective date of this sec¬ 
tion until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufficient, 
and a reasonable time is permitted, un¬ 
der the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for lemons and the need for 
regulation; interested persons were af¬ 
forded an opportunity to submit infor¬ 
mation and views at this meeting; the 
recommendation and supporting infor¬ 
mation for regulation during the period 
specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen¬ 
dation of the committee, and informa¬ 
tion concerning such provisions and ef¬ 
fective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such lemons; it is nec¬ 
essary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act, to make this section ef¬ 
fective during the period herein speci¬ 
fied; and compliance with this section 
will not require any special preparation 
on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or be¬ 
fore the effective date hereof. Such com¬ 
mittee meeting was held on May 28,1974. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona which 
may be handled during the period June 
2, 1974, through June 8, 1974, is hereby 
fixed at 275.000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, ‘ handled”, 
and “carton (s)” have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 43 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: May 29,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

|FR Doc.74-12726 Filed 5-30-74;2:06 pm) 
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(Lime Reg. 2) 

PART 911—LIMES GROWN IN FLORIDA 
Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
Florida limes that may be shipped to 
fresh market during the weekly regula¬ 
tion period June 2-8, 1974. It is issued 
pursuant to the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended, and 
Marketing Order No. 911. The quantity 
of limes so fixed was arrived at after con¬ 
sideration of the total available supply of 
Florida limes, the quantity currently 
available for market, lime prices, and the 
relationship of season average returns to 
the parity price for Florida limes. 

§ 911.402 Lime Regulation 2. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 911, as amended <7 CFR Fart 
911; 37 FR 10497), regulating the han¬ 
dling of limes grown in Florida, effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Florida 
Lime Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of such 
limes, as hereinafter provided, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

(2) The need for this section to limit 
the quantity of limes that may be mar¬ 
keted during the ensuing week stems 
from the production and marketing situ¬ 
ation confronting the Florida lime 
industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantity of limes which it deems advis¬ 
able to be handled during the succeeding 
w T eek. Such recommendation results 
from consideration of the factors enu¬ 
merated in the order. The committee 
further reports the fresh market demand 
for limes is fairly weak because of cool 
weather on the Eastern seaboard. Fresh 
shipments for the w r eeks ended May 25, 
1974, and May 18, 1974, were 24,973 
bushels and 19,055 bushels, respectively. 

(11) Having considered the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted 
by the committee, and other available 
information the Secretary finds that the 
quantity of limes which may be handled 
should be fixed as hereinafter set forth. 


(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking procedure 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi¬ 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Florida limes, and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting: 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the pe¬ 
riod specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen¬ 
dation of the committee, and informa¬ 
tion concerning such provisions and ef¬ 
fective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such limes; it is nec¬ 
essary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. to make this section 
effective during the period herein speci¬ 
fied; and compliance with this section 
will not require any special preparation 
on the part of persons subject hereto 
w r hich cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on May 28,1974. 

(b) Order. (1) The quantity of limes 
grown in Florida which may be handled 
during the period June 2, 1974, through 
June 8, 1974, is hereby fixed at 19.000 
bushels. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled 
and “limes” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order, and “bushel’' 
means 55 pounds of limes. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated: May 29,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc.74-12609 Filed 5-29-74; 11:26 am) 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 1068] 

I Docket No. AO-178-A32| 

MILK IN THE MINNEAPOLIS'S!. PAUL 
MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Hearing on Proposed Amend¬ 
ments to Tentative Marketing Agree¬ 
ment and Order 

Notice 1s hereby given of a public 
hearing to be held at the Thunderbird 
Motel, Interstate No. 494 and 24th Ave¬ 
nue, South (2201 East 78th Street), 
Bloomington, Minnesota, beginning at 
9:00 a.m., local time. June 6, 1974, with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order, regulating the handling of 
milk in the Minneapolis-St. Paul mar¬ 
keting area. 

The hearing is called pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applica¬ 
ble mles of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning the formulation of marketing 
agreements and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900). 

The purpose of the hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence with respect to the eco¬ 
nomic and marketing conditions which 
relate to the proposed amendments, 
hereinafter set forth, and any appropri¬ 
ate modifications thereof, to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the 
order. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by Mid-America Dairymen, 
Inc. 

proposal NO. l 

In § 1068.9, Pool plant, revise para¬ 
graph (b) to read: 

§ 1068.9 Pool plant. 

• • • • • 

(b) A supply plant from which not 
less than the following indicated per¬ 
centages of Its total Grade A milk re¬ 
ceipts from dairy farmers during the 
month, including diverted milk, is de¬ 
livered as fluid milk products, except 
filled milk, to pool plants pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section, to any 
other plants located within the market¬ 
ing area from which route disposition 
is made within the marketing area, or to 
a govemmentally owned or operated In¬ 
stitution which disposes of Class I milk 
solely for use on its own premises or to 
its own facilities: September through 


November, twenty percent; December 
through March, ten percent; and April 
through August, five percent. 

(1) All supply plants operated by a 
handler may be considered as one plant 
for the purpose of meeting the applicable 
percentage requirements of this para¬ 
graph. if the handler submits a written 
request to the market administrator prior 
to the first day of the month for which 
such consideration is requested. In such 
request the handler shall list plants in 
the order in which he wishes them to at¬ 
tain pool plant status to the extent move¬ 
ments are available to meet the required 
percentages; 

(2) Any deliveries of milk by a co¬ 
operative association directly from a 
farm(s) of its producer member(s) to 
a plant(s) described in paragraph (a) 
of this section may be considered, for 
purposes of this paragraph, as having 
been received first at a plant of such co¬ 
operative association. 


PROPOSAL NO. 2 

In § 1068.12, Producer milk, revise 
paragraph (b) to read: 

§ 1068.12 Producer milk. 

« # • • m 

<b) “Diverted milk” means for any 
month milk produced by a producer 
which a handler operating a pool plant 
or a handler described in 5 1068.13 (a-D 
caused to be moved from a farm to a 
nonpool plant that is not a producer- 
handler plant, If such milk is claimed as 
producer milk and the following condi¬ 
tions have been met: 

(1) A cooperative association, in its 
capacity as a handler pursuant to 
§ 1068.13 (a-1), may divert for its ac¬ 
count, the milk of any member producer 
who has delivered at least one day's pro¬ 
duction during the month to a pool plant, 
except that the aggregate quantity of 
producer milk diverted shall not exceed 
the following indicated percentages of 
the milk delivered to pool plants and that 
allowable as diverted milk; 

(1) During the months of September 
through November, ten percent; 

(ii) During the months of December 
through August, twenty-five percent; 

(2) The operator of a pool plant may 
divert for his account the milk of any 
producer, other than a member of a co¬ 
operative association which is diverting 
milk during the month, and who deliv¬ 
ered not less than one day's production 
to such pool plant during the month, ex¬ 
cept that the aggregate quantity of pro¬ 
ducer milk diverted shall not exceed the 
following indicated percentages of the 
sum of the milk delivered by such pro¬ 


ducers to the pool plant and that allow¬ 
able as diverted milk; 

(i) During the months of September 
through November, ten percent, 

(ii) During the months of December 
through August, twenty-five percent; 

(3) In the event milk receipts from 
producers are diverted in excess of the 
quantities allowed pursuant to para¬ 
graphs (b) (1) and (2) of this section, 
the diverting handler shall then specify 
the dairy farmers whose milk was over- 
diverted and the quantity of each pro¬ 
ducer’s milk which shall not be producer 
milk. If the diverting handler does not 
specify the producers whose milk was 
overdiverted, no milk diverted by him 
shall be producer milk for such month; 
and 

(4) Diverted milk shall be deemed to 
have been received by the diverting 
handler at the location of the nonpool 
plant to which diverted in applying the 
provisions of §5 1068.55 and 1068.82. 

Proposed by the National Farmer's 
Organization 

proposal no. 3 

In § 1068.9, Pool plant, revise para¬ 
graph (b) to read: 

§ 1068.9 Pool plant. 

• • • • • 

(b) Any plant from which during any 
month 20 percent or more of such plant’s 
total receipts for such month from farms 
of skim milk or butterfat eligible for sale 
in fluid form as Grade A milk within the 
marketing area is delivered to (1) a 
plant(s) which has qualified pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section, (2) any 
other plants located within the market¬ 
ing area from which Class I milk is dis¬ 
posed of within the marketing area on 
a route(s), or (3) a governmentally 
owned and operated institution which 
disposes of Class I milk solely for use on 
its own premises or to its own facilities: 
Provided , That if during each of the 
months of September, October, November 
and December 20 percent or more of such 
plant’s receipts of skim milk or butter- 
fat for such month as described above 
is delivered as provided in this para¬ 
graph, It shall be a pool plant for those 
individual months within the following 
period of January through August if 5 
percent of such plant’s receipts of skim 
milk and butterfat as described above is 
delivered as provided In this paragraph 
during such individual month. And pro¬ 
vided further , That any deliveries of milk 
by a cooperative association during the 
months of September, October, Novem¬ 
ber and December directly from a 
farm(s) of its producer member(s) to a 
plant(s) described In paragraph (a) of 
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this section may be considered, for pur¬ 
poses of this paragraph, as having been 
received first at a plant of such coopera¬ 
tive association. 


PROPOSAL NO. 4 

In § 1068.12, Producer milk, revise par¬ 
agraph (b) to read: 

§ 1068.12 Producer milk. 

• * • • • 

<b) Diverted from a pool plant to a 
non pool plant (except a producer-han¬ 
dler plant or an other order plant) sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions: 

(1) Such milk shall be priced at the 
location of the nonpool plant to which 
diverted; 

(2) In any month that less than 2 
days’ production of a producer is deliv¬ 
ered to pool plants the quantity of the 
milk of the producer diverted during the 
month that exceeds that delivered to 
pool plants shall not be producer milk. 

(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (b) (2) of this section, during 
any month a cooperative association 
handler may divert for his account the 
milk of any producer member who de¬ 
livers as much as 2 days’ production of 
his milk to pool plants; Provided , That 
the total quantity of such producer milk 
diverted by such handler in excess of the 
quantity of milk received from member 
producers at pool plants during the 
month shall not be producer milk. 

(4) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (b) (2) of this section, during 
any month the operator of a pool plant, 
other than a cooperative association, 
may divert for his account the milk of 
any producer, other than a member of 
a cooperative association, who delivers 
as much as 2 days’ production of milk to 
pool plants; Provided , That the total 
quantity of producer milk diverted by 
such handler in excess of the milk re¬ 
ceived at such plant during the month 
from producers who are not members of 
a cooperative association shall not be 
producer milk. 

(5) The diverting handler shall desig¬ 
nate the dairy farmers whose milk is not 
producer milk pursuant to paragraphs 
(b)(3) and (4) of this section. If the 
handler fails to make such designation, 
no milk diverted by him shall be producer 
milk. 

Proposed by the Dairy Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service 

PROPOSAL NO. 5 

Make such changes as may be neces¬ 
sary to make the entire marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order conform with any 
amendments thereto that may result 
from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and the 
order may be procured from the Market 
Administrator, Paul L, Buchanan, 4550 
W. 77th Street, Room 360, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55435 or from the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 112-A, Administration 
Building, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250 or 
may be there inspected. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
May 24, 1974. 

John C. Blum, 
Associate Administrator. 
[FR Doc.74-12487 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
[ 9 CFR Parts 320, 325 and 327 ] 

IMPORTATION OF UNDENATURED, IN¬ 
EDIBLE MEAT AND MEAT PRODUCTS 

Proposed Rulemaking 

Pursuant to the authority in the Fed¬ 
eral Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 
et seq.), notice is hereby given in ac¬ 
cordance with the administrative pro¬ 
cedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, that the 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service is considering amending Parts 
320. 325 and 327 of the Federal meat in¬ 
spection regulations (9 CFR Parts 320, 
325, 327) to permit the importation of 
undenatured, inedible meat and meat 
products for use in nonhuman food 
products. 

Statement of considerations . In view 
of the increasing demand for inedible 
meat and meat products for use by the 
industry in preparing pet foods, the H. 
J. Heinz Company has petitioned the De¬ 
partment to amend the Federal meat in¬ 
spection regulations to permit the im¬ 
portation of undenatured, inedible meat 
and meat products into American Samoa 
for use in pet food. Since it was recog¬ 
nized that pet food manufacturers else¬ 
where in the United States may w'ant to 
use this additional source of supply, the 
regulations would be amended to permit 
the importation of undenatured, inedible 
meat and meat products into the United 
States generally under specified condi¬ 
tions. Information available to the De¬ 
partment indicates there are potential 
foreign sources for such products pro¬ 
vided our present requirement concern¬ 
ing denaturing of such products is 
removed. Some of these sources are cur¬ 
rently supplying European markets with 
such undenatured products. The present 
Federal meat inspection regulations al¬ 
low shipment in commerce under un¬ 
official seal of undenatured, inedible 
product from a domestic meat plant 
directly to a pet food manufacturer. 
However, the regulations do not contain 
provisions for the importation of unde¬ 
natured, inedible product other than in¬ 
edible rendered animal fat. 

In order to assure the availability of 
inedible product for pet food processors, 
USD A proposes to allow importation of 
undenatured, inedible meat and meat 
products. Proposed requirements to con¬ 
trol the movement of such products are 
set forth herein. This includes obtaining 
permits, designated ports of entry, mov¬ 
ing product to destination under seal, 
specific identification of containers, 
labeling requirements, recordkeeping re¬ 
quirements, and the consignment of 
shipments to a designated consignee. 

The Federal meat inspection regula¬ 
tions wwld be amended as follows: 


§ 320.1 [Amended] 

1. Section 320.1(b)(2) would be 
amended by inserting “or § 327.20” im¬ 
mediately after “Part 325” and § 320.1 
(b)(3) would be amended by inserting 
“or § 327.20” immediately after “under 
§ 325.11(c) or (f)’\ 

§ 325.11 [ Amended j 

2. Section 325.11(a) would be amended 
by deleting the word “or” before 
“§314.11,” and inserting “or § 327.20" 
after “§314.11”. 

3. The present provisions of § 327.20 
would be designated as paragraph <a> 
of that section, and new paragraphs <b» 
and (c) would be added thereto, and 
the section heading would be amended to 
read as follows: 

§ 327.20 Importation of foreign inedi¬ 
ble fats and other inedible meal and 
meat products. 

» * • • ♦ 

(b> Except as otherwise provided in 
paragraph (a) of this section, inedible 
meat and meat products may be admit¬ 
ted into the United States solely for use 
for nonhuman food purposes, without 
denaturing as required by this subchap¬ 
ter. under the following conditions: 

<1> The foreign establishment which 
slaughtered the livestock from which the 
inedible meat or meat products are de¬ 
rived, must be the exporter and must be 
certified under Part 327 for importing 
its edible products into the United States. 

(2) The products to be imported under 
this section must be in compliance with 
the applicable animal disease control 
regulations in Parts 94, 95. and 96 of this 
title <9 CFR Parts 94. 95, and 96 >. 

(3 ) The certified exporter must secure 
a numbered permit from the Adminis¬ 
trator. Such permit may be obtained 
upon written application to the Admin¬ 
istrator and his determination that the 
proposed importation and transportation 
would be authorized under this section 
327.20. The application shall state the 
name and address of the applicant, a 
description of the type of his business 
operations, and the purpose of making 
such application. 

(4) The meat and meat products to 
be imported under this section must be 
shipped in containers. All containers of 
such inedible articles must be colored a 
bright orange and marked “Inedible— 
Not for Human Consumption” in bold 
letters not less than 2 inches high. The 
containers must be marked “Inedible 
Equine — Not for Human Consumption" 
in bold letters not less than 2 inches high 
when the species is equine. Each con¬ 
tainer shall also be marked with the 
permit number issued to the exporting 
establishment. 

(5) Containers of undenatured, inedi¬ 
ble meat and meat products must not 
be in contact with nor intermingled with 
edible product or containers of edible 
product at any point in the shipment. 

(6) The exporter or his representative 
shall prepare, in quadruplicate, a ship¬ 
per’s certificate for each shipment show ¬ 
ing date, carrier, consignee, kind of 
product, number of units, total w’eight. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY. MAY 31, 1974 






PROPOSED RULES 


19223 


permit number, entry port, and approxi¬ 
mate arrival date, and certifying that 
the undenatured, inedible meat and meat 
products are from livestock which have 
passed ante-mortem and post-mortem 
veterinary inspections at time of slaugh¬ 
ter in an establishment certified under 
§ 327.2 for importation of meat products 
into the United States. He shall immedi¬ 
ately forward one copy of the certificate 
to the Director. Compliance Staff, 
APHIS, USDA. Washington, DC 20250, 
and deliver three copies of the certificate 
to the carrier^who shall deliver two 
copies to the consignee. The consignee 
shall retain one copy in his records and 
acknowledge receipt of the shipment on 
one copy as required in paragraph (b)(9) 
of this section. The required certificate 
shall be in the following form: 

Shipment of Imported Undenatttred, 
Inedible Meat and Meat Products 

I hereby certify that the undenatured. In¬ 
edible meat and meat products described 
below were prepared from livestock which 
have been Inspected and pass?d after ante¬ 
mortem and post-mortem veterinary inspec¬ 
tion at__ 

(Name of Establishment) 


(Establishment Number) 


which is certified under Part 327 of the Fed¬ 
eral meat inspection regulations (9 CFR 
Part 327) for importation of meat products 
into the United States and are consigned to 


(Consignee's Name) 


(Consignee’s Address) 

for use in the manufacture of nonhuman 
rood articles. 

Permit Number: 

Quantity: 

(a) Kind of Product__ 

(b) Number of Containers_ 

(c) Total Weight... 

Shipping Information: 

(a) Carrier_ 

(b) Entry Port_ 

(c) Approximate Arrival Date_ 

(Date) (Signature of and name and 
title of representative of the 
parmit holder) 

I hereby acknowledge receipt on__ 

(Date) 

of the above described articles. 


(Signature and name and title of 
representative of consignee) 

Exporter—Send first copy to Director. Com¬ 
pliance Stalf, and give three copies to car¬ 
rier. 

Carrier—Deliver two copies to consignee. 
Consignee—Acknowledge r->ceint and send 
one copy to Compliance Staff, APHIS. 
USDA, Washington, DC 20250. 

(7) All such inedible meat and meat 
products shall be imported only through 
the following ports of entry: Chicago, 
IL; International FaUs, MN; Philadel¬ 
phia. PA; New York, NY; San Francisco, 
CA; Los Angeles, CA; Bellingham, WA; 
Calexico, CA; Pembina, ND; Eureka, 
MT; Miami. FL; Champlain. NY: Buf-* 
falo, NY; El Paso, TX; Laredo, TX; or 
Pago Pago, American Samoa. 

<8) Such inedible meat and meat 
products must be shipped directly from 


entry port to a manufacturer in the 
United States of articles other than for 
human food, under the assigned permit 
number, for use solely by the consignee 
for manufacturing articles not for hu¬ 
man food. The person responsible for 
shipping said articles from the entry port 
to the manufacturer is required to affix 
an unofficial seal to said articles before 
leaving said entry port, and said seal may 
not be broken until the arrival of said 
articles at the manufacturer’s establish¬ 
ment. 

(9) Consignee must acknowledge the 
arrival of each shipment of undena¬ 
tured, inedible product within 48 hours, 
by notifying the Director, Compliance 
Staff. APHIS, USDA, Washington, DC 
20250, via return copy of the shipper’s 
certificate. 

(10) Records prescribed in § 320.1 
shall be maintained by the exporter and 
consignee and shall be available for in¬ 
spection upon request of a Program em¬ 
ployee. 

(c) The Administrator may revoke 
any permit for shipment of inedible 
meat or meat products under this sec¬ 
tion, if he determines that there has 
been a failure to comply with any pro¬ 
vision of this section or any diversion or 
effort to divert undenatured, inedible 
product contrary to the provisions of 
this section. Upon request, any such 
permit holder will be afforded opportu¬ 
nity for a hearing with respect to the 
merits or validity of any such revoca¬ 
tion action involving his permit. 

• . • • • • 

Any person wishing to submit written 
data, views, or arguments concerning the 
proposed amendments may do so by fil¬ 
ing them, in duplicate, with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, or if the 
material is deemed to be confidential, 
with the Inspection Standards and Reg¬ 
ulations Staff, Technical Services, Meat 
and Poultry Inspection Program, Ani¬ 
mal and Plant Health Inspection Serv¬ 
ice, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, by August 9, 
1974. 

Any person desiring opportunity for 
oral presentation of views should ad¬ 
dress such request to the Staff identified 
in the preceding paragraph, so that ar¬ 
rangements may be made for such views 
to be presented prior to the date speci¬ 
fied in the preceding paragraph. A rec¬ 
ord will be made of all views orally pre¬ 
sented. 

All written submissions and records 
of oral views made pursuant to this no¬ 
tice will be made available for public 
inspection in the Office of the Hearing 
Clerk during regular hours of business, 
unless the person makes the submission 
to the Staff identified in the preceding 
paragraph and requests that it be held 
confidential. A determination will be 
made whether a proper showing in sup¬ 
port of the request has been made on 
grounds that its disclosure could ad¬ 
versely affect any person by disclosing 
information in the nature of trade se¬ 
crets or commercial or financial infor¬ 
mation obtained from any person and 


privileged or confidential. If it Is deter¬ 
mined that a proper showing has been 
made in support of the request, the ma¬ 
terial will be held confidential; other¬ 
wise, notice will be given of denial of 
such request and an opportunity af¬ 
forded for withdrawal of the submission. 
Requests for confidential treatment will 
be held confidential (7 CFR 1.27(c) >. 

Comments on the proposal should bear 
a reference to the date and page num¬ 
ber of this issue of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. 

Done at Washington, D.C., on: May 
28,1974. 

F. J. Mulhern, 

Administrator, Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc.74-12567 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 
[ 45 CFR Part 166 ] 

STATE ADULT EDUCATION PROGRAMS 
Proposed Rulemaking and Guidelines 

In accordance with section 503 of the 
Education Amendments of 1972 (Pub. L. 
92-318) and pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Adult Education Act, as 
amended, 20 U.S.C. 1201 et seq., the 
Commissioner of Education, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of Health. Edu- 
cati on, and Welfare, proposes to amend 
45 CFR Part 166 to read as set forth 
below. The Commissioner also proposes 
to establish guidelines for the program, 
which are set forth following the text 
of the proposed regulation. 

1. Program purpose. The Adult Edu¬ 
cation Act provides for the encourage¬ 
ment of programs of adult public edu¬ 
cation. Section 306 of the Act provides 
for State-administered adult education 
programs while section 309 covers special 
experimental demonstration projects and 
teacher training in adult education. 
These regulations and guidelines pertain 
only to State-administered adult educa¬ 
tion programs under section 306 of the 
Act. Those pertaining to programs under 
section 309 may be found in Part 167. 

2. Section 503 procedures and effect. 
Section 503 of the Education Amend¬ 
ments of 1972 requires the Commissioner 
to study all rules, regulations, guidelines, 
or other published interpretations or 
orders issued by him or by the Secretary 
after June 30. 1965, in connection with, 
or affecting, the administration of Office 
of Education programs; to report to the 
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare 
of the Senate and the Committee on Edu¬ 
cation and Labor of the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives concerning such study; and to 
publish in the Federal Register such 
rules, regulations, guidelines, interpre¬ 
tations, and orders, with an opportunity 
for public hearing on the matters so 
published. The regulations and guidelines 
proposed below reflect the results of this 
study as it pertains to the State- 
administered programs under the Adult 
Education Act. Part 166 will be pub- 
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llshed In final form after comments and 
hearing; all preceding rules, regulations, 
guidelines, and other published interpre¬ 
tations and orders issued in connection 
with or affecting Part 166 (as amended 
by the General Provisions Regulations, 
38 FR 30654, November 6, 1973) will be 
superseded effective thirty days after 
such publication. 

3. Effect of Office of Education General 
Provisions Regulations. The proposed 
regulations differ from the current regu¬ 
lations in that they omit provisions re¬ 
lating to general fiscal and administra¬ 
tive matters which are presently covered 
in 45 CFR Part 166 and which will be 
covered in the future under the overall 
Office of Education General Provisions 
Regulations, published in the Federal 
Register at 38 FR 30654 (November 6, 
1973). in connection with the same study 
under section 503 of the Education 
Amendments of 1972 of which this pub¬ 
lication is a part. (Reference is made in 
particular to the provisions of Part 100b 
of Title 45 CFR, containing general pro¬ 
visions for State-administered programs, 
which would be applicable to the State 
programs under the Adult Education 
Act.) 

4. Guidelines. Guidelines for this pro¬ 
gram were published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister at 38 FR 25652-25654 (Septem¬ 
ber 13, 1973), and the guidelines pro¬ 
posed below contain no substantive 
changes. They essentially contain rec¬ 
ommendations and suggestions for pro¬ 
gram management and operation and 
are designed to incorporate all materials 
covered by section 503 of the Education 
Amendments of 1972 not otherwise re¬ 
flected in the regulations. 

5. Citations of legal authority. As re¬ 
quired by section 431(a) of the General 
Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 
1232(a)) and section 503 of the Educa¬ 
tion Amendments of 1972, a citation of 
statutory or other legal authority for 
each section of the regulations and 
guidelines has been placed in paren¬ 
theses on the line following the text of 
the section. 

On occasion, a citation appears at the 
end of a subdivision of the section. In 
that case the citation is to all that ap¬ 
pears in that section between the cita¬ 
tion and the next preceding citation. 
When the citation appears only at the 
end of the section, it applies to the 
entire section. 

6. Opportunity for public hearing. 
Pursuant to section 503(c) of the Edu¬ 
cation Amendments of 1972. the Com¬ 
missioner will provide interested parties 
an opportunity for a public hearing on 
these regulations and guidelines. The 
hearing will take place at the U.S. Of¬ 
fice of Education on July 2, 1974 in the 
auditorium of Regional Office Building 
Three (ROB-3) located at 7th and D 
Streets, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202, 
beginning at 10 a.m. The purpose of the 
hearing is to receive comments and sug¬ 
gestions on the published materials. 

Parties interested in attending the 
hearing should notify the Office of Edu¬ 
cation, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Room 


2079-G, Washington, D.C. 20202, Atten¬ 
tion: Chairman, Office of Education 
Task Force on Section 503, and are urged 
to submit a written copy of their com¬ 
ments with such notification. Each party 
planning to make comments at the hear¬ 
ing is urged to limit his presentation to 
a maximum of fifteen minutes. 

Written comments and recommenda¬ 
tions may also be sent to the above 
address. All relevant material received 
prior to the date of the hearing will be 
considered. Comments and suggestions 
submitted in writing will be available for 
review in the above office between the 
hours of 9 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday 
through Friday of each week. • 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.400, Adult Education—Grants 
to States) 

Dated: February 12,1974. 

John Ottina. 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: May 17,1974. 

Frank Carlucci, 

Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education , and Welfare. 

PART 166 —STATE ADULT EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS 
Subpart A —General 

Sec. 

166.1 Purpose, scope and other references. 
168.3 Definitions. 

Subpart B—State Plan Provision* 

166.11 State plan; general. 

166.12 Annual program plan for use of 

grants. • 

166.13 Development of program policies, 

procedures and criteria. 

166.14 Certification of State plan. 

166.15 Amendment of State plan. 

166.16 Approval of State plan. 

Subpart C—Federal Financial Participation 

166.21 Use of Federal funds. 

166.22 Limitation on administrative ex¬ 

penses. 

16632 Federal and non-Federal share of 
expenditures. 

166.34 Computation of allowable expendi¬ 

tures. 

166.35 Use of funds for sectarian or reUglous 

purposes. 

166.36 Tuition and fees. 

Subpart D—Payments and Reports 

166.41 Conditions for payments to States. 
166.47 Reports. 

Appendix A. Cover Sheet and State-Federal 
Agreement 

Appendix B. Guidelines 

Authority : Secs. 302-314 of Pub. L. 89-750, 
as amended; 84 Stat. 159-164 (20 U3.C. 1201- 
1211), unless otherwise noted. 

Subpart A—General 

§ 166.1 Purpose, scope and oilier ref¬ 
erences. 

(a) Purpose. The regulations in this 
part implement the provisions of the 
Adult Education Act which provides 
Federal assistance to expand educational 
opportunity and encourage the establish¬ 
ment of programs of adult public educa¬ 
tion that will enable all adults to con¬ 
tinue their education to the level of com¬ 
pletion of secondary school and make 


available the means to secure training 
that will enable them to become more 
employable, productive and responsible 
citizens. 

(20 US.C. 1201) 

(b) Scope. The regulations in this part 
cover grants to States for adult basic 
education and other adult education pro¬ 
grams pursuant to section 304(b) of the 
Act. 

(20 US.C. 1201) 

(c) General Provisions Regulations. 
Assistance provided under this part is 
subject to applicable provisions con¬ 
tained in Subchapter A of this chapter 
(General Provisions for Office of Educa¬ 
tion Programs relating to fiscal, admin¬ 
istrative. property management and 
other matters), hereinafter referred to 
as "GEPR ” 

(20 US.C. 1201. 1221) 

Cross Referfnce: The regulations in Part 
167 apply to Federal assistance for special 
experimental demonstration projects and 
teacher training In adult education pursuant 
to section 309 of the Act. 

§ 166.3 Definitions. 

(a) The terms "adult,” "adult educa¬ 
tion/' "adult basic education,” "Com¬ 
missioner,” "local educational agency," 
"State,” and "State educational agency," 
as used in this part, are defined in sec¬ 
tion 303 of the Act. 

(20 UJB.C. 1202) 

(b) "Act.” means the Adult Education 
Act. 

(20 US.C. 1201 (note on short title) ) 

(c) "GEPR” means the regulations en¬ 
titled "General Provisions for Office of 
Education Programs,” which may be 
found in Subchapter A of this chapter. 

Subpart B—State Plan Provisions 
§166.11 Slate plan; gencraL 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of the State 
plan is to provide a framework within 
which the State will encourage the es¬ 
tablishment or expansion of programs 
to carry out the purpose set forth in 
5 166.1(a), and to provide the basis on 
which Federal payments to the State 
under this part are made. State agencies 
desiring to participate under the Act 
must submit a State plan which the re¬ 
quirements of the Act and the regulations 
in this prat. 

(b) Format. The State plan consists 
of three parts: the cover sheet, the State- 
Federal agreement (the texts of both are 
attached as Appendix A of these regu¬ 
lations) and the annual program plan 
for the use of grants (provided for in 
§ 166.12). Both the cover sheet and the 
State-Federal agreement must be sub¬ 
mitted annually to the Commissioner of 
Education through the appropriate Re¬ 
gional Director, Occupational and Adult 
Education Programs, BOAE, and received 
by such Regional Director on or before 
June 30 of the fiscal year preceding that 
for which funds are sought. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1205(a)) 
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§ 166.12 Annual program plan for use 
of grants. 

(a) General. <1) The State agency 
must develop, as a part of its State plan, 
an annual program plan for establish¬ 
ing or expanding adult basic education 
programs and adult secondary education 
programs to be carried out by local edu¬ 
cational agencies and private nonprofit 
agencies in the State. The annual pro¬ 
gram plan must meet applicable require¬ 
ments including those set forth in the 
Act, the regulations in this part, the 
GEPR contained in Subchapter A of 
this chapter, and the State-Federal 
agreement contained in Appendix A of 
this part, and must be developed and 
operated in accordance with the policies, 
procedures and criteria established by the 
State pursuant to §§ 166.12(b) and 
166.13. 

(2) The annual program plan must be 

(i) revised each year to reflect proposed 
activities for the ensuing fl~cal year, and 

(ii) either attached to the State-Federal 
agreement referred to in § 166.11(b), or 
incorporated by reference and kept avail¬ 
able for inspection bv the Commissioner 
or his delegate at the location designated 
following paragraph (16) of the State- 
Federal agreement (Appendix A). 

<b) Content. (1) The annual program 
plan must contain a statement of the 
policies, procedures and criteria, to be 
followed by the State agency in approv¬ 
ing local educational agency and private 
nonprofit agency programs which will 
assure substantial progress (with re¬ 
spect to all appropriate segments of the 
adult population in need of adult edu¬ 
cation and all areas of the State) in the 
establishment or expansion of adult basic 
education and adult secondary educa¬ 
tion programs. Such criteria and prior¬ 
ities must be developed with due regard 
to the considerations described in 
§ 166.13 and mu c t be designed to assure 
that the first order of consideration will 
be given to programs which provide for 
persons functioning at the fourth grade 
level or below. Second order of consider¬ 
ation must be given to instruction for 
persons functioning above the fourth 
and through the eighth grade level. Third 
order of consideration must be given to 
instruction for persons functioning above 
the eighth and through the twelfth grade 
level or its equivalent, and who do not 
have a certificate of graduation from a 
school providing secondary education. 

(2) The annual program plan shall de¬ 
scribe procedures which will be u*ed for 
conducting an annual evaluation of the 
activities which will be carried out in 
the year for which funds are sought. 
Such annual evaluation may be con¬ 
ducted either by the State agency or by 
other parties. Results of the evaluation 
must also be reflected appropriately in 
the performance report which must be 
submitted annually with the final Finan¬ 
cial Status Report in accordance with 
Subparts P and Q of the GEPR. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a); 45 CFR Part 100b, Sub¬ 
parts P and Q) 

(c) Funds available under this part 
for adult education (including State and 


local funds necessary to earn Federal 
funds) may be used to assist in estab¬ 
lishing or carrying out adult education 
programs other than adult basic educa¬ 
tion programs only where the need for 
adult basic education has been met in the 
school district or other area to be served 
by such programs. Notwithstanding the 
above, the total annual expenditure of 
funds available under this part for adult 
education other than adult basic educa¬ 
tion (including State and local funds 
necessary to earn such funds) shall in no 
event exceed 20 percent of the total an¬ 
nual allotment of Federal funds granted 
to the State under section 304(b) of the 
Act. 

<d) In determining whether the need 
for adult basic education has been met in 
a particular school district or other area 
the State educational agency shall con¬ 
sider, among other factors: (1) The de¬ 
gree to which the responsible educational 
agency has made available the opportu¬ 
nity for all adults functioning at or below 
the eighth grade level to participate in 
adult basic education programs; (2) 
the degree to which the responsible edu¬ 
cational agency has utilized the most 
recent State and county statistical and 
census information regarding adult edu¬ 
cational attainment. 

(e) Each State educational agency 
shall advise the Commissioner in accord¬ 
ance with reports required pursuant to 
§ 166.47 concerning its determination 
with regard to the need for adult basic 
education and the basis therefore prior 
to allotting any Federal funds for adult 
secondary education. 

(20 U.S.C. 1201, 1203(b), 1205(a) (1), (8); 
Senate Report No. 634, 91st Congress. 2nd 
Sess. p. 71 (1970)) 

§ 166.13 Development of program poli¬ 
cies, procedures and criteria. 

In developing the policies, procedures 
and criteria referred to in § 166.12(b) (1) 
the State agency must give considera¬ 
tion to factors such as the following: 

(a) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram will serve adults in those geo¬ 
graphic areas of the State which have 
high concentrations of adults in need of 
basic education; 

(b) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram will serve adults with the greatest 
basic education deficiencies which are 
impairing their ability to obtain employ¬ 
ment and become more productive and 
responsible citizens; 

(c) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram has been planned and wiU be con¬ 
ducted in cooperation with Community 
Action programs. Work Experience pro¬ 
grams (WIN), VISTA. Work-Study pro¬ 
grams, Manpower Development and 
Training programs, Vocational and 
Career Education programs. Model 
Cities, and other programs relating to 
the antipovertj'effort. 

(d) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram will provide health information 
and sendees, to the extent available, 
through cooperative arrangements with 
State health authorities and will further 
the cooperative arrangements between 
the State educational agency and the 


State health authority for the use of such 
information and services; 

(e) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram will provide for the use of personnel 
in college work-study programs, VISTA, 
and other antipoverty programs; 

it) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram incorporates the results of research 
or techniques which have been proven 
effective; 

(g) Whether and to what extent a pro¬ 
gram incorporates innovative or imagi¬ 
native instructional methods; and 

(h) Whether and to what extent the 
program is desirable in light of the find¬ 
ings and recommendations of recent in¬ 
dependent evaluation reports available 
to or sponsored by the State agency. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)) 

§ 166.14 Certification of State plan. 

The State plan and all amendments 
thereto shall include a certification by 
the State’s Attorney General, or other 
official designated in accordance with 
State law to advise the State agency on 
legal matters, that all plan provisions 
and amendments thereto are consistent 
with State law. He must further certify 
(a) the official title of the officer author¬ 
ized to submit the State plan; (b) that 
the State agency named in the plan has 
authority under State law to submit the 
State plan; and (c) that the State 
Treasurer (or, if there be no State 
Treasurer, the officer identified by title 
exercising similar functions for the 
State) has authority under State law to 
receive, hold, and disburse Federal funds 
under the State plan. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)) 

§ 166.15 Amendment of State plan. 

(a) Budget revisions must be made in 
accordance with GEPR § 100b.29. 

(b) The State plan must also be 
amended as necessary to reflect any 
change in organization or operation 
which results from amendment of State 
or Federal law and policies and to show 
any other changes in the designation or 
organization of operations, policies, and 
methods of administration to be followed 
by the State. Notification of such amend¬ 
ments will be submitted and certified 
in the same manner as the State plan. 
(20 U.S.C. 1205(a), 1232c(b)) 

§ 166.16 Approval of State' plan. 

(a) Governor's comments. The State 
educational agency must afford the Gov¬ 
ernor of such State an opportunity to 
comment upon the State plan or any 
amendment thereto in accordance with 
GEPR § 100b.15 and assurance (12) of 
the State-Federal agreement contained 
in Appendix A to the regulations in this 
part. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)) 

(b) Approval by the Commissioner . 
The Commissioner will not approve a 
State plan or amendment thereto unless 
he determines that the plan or amend¬ 
ment complies with all applicable re¬ 
quirements. The Commissioner will not 
finally disapprove a State plan or any 
modification thereof without first afford- 
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ing the State reasonable notice and op¬ 
portunity for a hearing. 

(20 UB.C. 1205(a) and (b)) 

Subpart C—Federal Financial Participation 
§ 166.21 Use of Federal funds. 

All Federal funds (and State or local 
funds necessary to earn such Federal 
funds) must be expended in accordance 
with applicable requirements and only 
for programs, services, and activities re¬ 
lated to adult education. The annual 
program plans shall set forth a program 
for the use of grant fluids which affords 
assurance that, in all areas of the State, 
special emphasis will be given to adult 
basic education needs in accordance with 
the policies, procedures, criteria and 
considerations established in accordance 
with §§ 166.12(b) and 166.13. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)) 

§ 166.22 IJmitation on administrative 
expenses. 

Section 312(b) of the Act authorizes 
the appropriation of sums to pay the 
cost of the administration and develop¬ 
ment of State plans and other activities 
required pursuant to the Act. Sums will 
be made available based upon the 
amounts so appropriated for this pur¬ 
pose or, in the absence of such appro¬ 
priation, in amounts which are pro¬ 
portionate to the State allotment pur¬ 
suant to section 312(a) of the Act. The 
non-Federal share of funds under the 
State plan may also be utilized to pay 
such administrative costs. 

(20 U.S.C. 1211) 

§ 166.32 Federal and non-Fcderul share 
of expenditures. 

(a) Federal share. The Federal share 
of expenditures incurred under the State 
plan and payable to a State from its 
allotment shall not exceed 90 per 
centum, except that with respect to the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 
such Federal share shall be 100 per 
centum. 

(20 US.C. 1206(a)) 

(b) Non-Federal share. The non-Fed¬ 
eral share of expenditures under the 
State plan shall be the difference 
between the Federal share meeting the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
section and the total expenditures for 
the purposes for which the Federal share 
is paid. The non-Federal share of ex¬ 
penditures under the State plan may be 
computed on a statewide basis: and may 
come from any source other than Fed¬ 
eral assistance for a specific purpose so 
long as such expenditures are made in 
furtherance of the purposes of the State 
plan approved under this part and do 
not inure to the personal benefit of any 
donor. The criteria and procedures for 
the allowability and valuation of cash 
and in-kind contribution applicable to 
State agencies for the purpose of making 
such non-Federal share include those 
located in Subpart H of Part 100b of the 
GEPR. 

(20 US.C. 1206(a)) 


§ 166.31- Computation of allowable ex* 
penditurcs. 

Allowable expenditures referred to in 
§ 166.33 shall be computed in accord¬ 
ance with plans submitted by States and 
approved by the Department pursuant 
to Subpart G and Appendix B, C, or D 
of the GEPR. as appropriate. 

(20 US.C. 1203(b). 1221c(b) (1), 31 U.8.C. 
628; OMB Circular Nos. A-21. A-87) 

§ 166.33 Use of funds for sectarian or 
religious purposes. 

No payment may be made from a 
State’s allotment under the Act for any 
program, service, or activity related to 
sectarian instruction or religious wor¬ 
ship, or provided by a school or depart¬ 
ment of divinity, as defined in section 
311 of the Act. An institution which has 
a school, branch, department, or other 
administrative unit within the definition 
of “school or department of divinity” is 
not precluded for that reason from par¬ 
ticipating in programs, services, or ac¬ 
tivities under this part if the program is 
not offered by that school, branch, de¬ 
partment. or administrative unit and, as 
in all other cases, the program, service, 
or activity is not related to sectarian 
instruction or religious worship. 

(20 U.S.C. 1212) 

§ 166.36 Tuition and fees. 

Adults enrolled in an adult basic edu¬ 
cation program conducted under this 
part may not be charged tuition, fees, 
or any other charges, or be required to 
purchase any books or any other mate¬ 
rials in conjunction with such program. 
(20 U.S.C. 1203(b). 1205(a)(1)) 

Subpart D—Payments and Reports 

§ 166.41 Conditions for payments to 
States. 

Payments to States under the Act will 
be made only after the Commissioner 
determines that the State has on file a 
State plan which was adopted by the 
State agency and approved by the 
Commissioner. 

(20 US.C. 1205(a)) 

§ 166.47 Report*. 

(a) Financial reports . The State 
agency shall submit financial reports in 
accordance with Subpart P of Part 100b 
of the GEPR. 

(b) Performance reports. The State 
agency shall submit performance reports 
annually in accordance with Subparts P 
and Q of Part 100b of the GEPR. 

(c) Independent evaluations. The 
State shall forward to the Commissioner 
a copy of any independent evaluation of 
the project (including a summary of its 
operation, objectives, and conclusions) 
or any studies of a similar nature which 
may be sponsored by the State agency, 
in addition to those conducted and sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with § 166.12(b) 
( 2 ). 

(d) Other reports. Within 15 days 
after the State agency’s approval of a 
grant under section 206(a) (4) of the 
Act for special projects, teachers train¬ 


ing, and research, the State agency shall 
forward to the Commissioner an infor¬ 
mation copy of the approved proposal 
for which the grant was made. The State 
agency shall, upon his request, submit 
to the Commissioner copies of final re¬ 
ports of programs or projects conducted 
by grantees under section 306(a)* of the 
Act. 

(20 US.C. 1205(a) (6); 45 CFR 100b) 
Appendix A 
COVER SHEET 

□ State plan for Adult Education Programs 
under Adult Education Act. 

□ Amendment to State plan for Adult Edu¬ 
cation Programs under Adult Education 
Act. 

Submitted by the State of_ 

in accordance with the provisions of the 
Adult Education Act and the Regulations 
promulgated thereunder. 

Submitted by _ 

(Name of State agency) 

on__ 

(Date) 

By —. 

(Authorized official) 


(Title) 

To be completed by the Office of Educa¬ 
tion: 

Date on which plan or amendment Is effec¬ 
tive _ 

Approval recommended- 

(Regional Director, Occupational and 
Adult Education Programs, BOAE) 


(Date) 

Concurred_._ 

(Deputy Commissioner for Occu¬ 
pational and Adult Education) 


(Date) 

Approved-- 

(UJ8. Commissioner of Education) 


(Date) 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

Office of Education 
State Plan 

(State-Federal Agreement) 

Adult Education Act (Public Law 91-230) 

The _____ 

(Officially designated State agency) 

of the State of__ hereinafter 

called the State Agency, hereby agrees and 
assures that this 8tate plan which serves as 
an agreement between State and Federal 
Governments under the Adult Education Act. 
for which Federal funds are being requested 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19--. will 
be administered In accordance with the 
following provisions: 

(1) The State Agency will administer, or 
Bupervls© the administration of, the program 
authorized by the Act; and has adequate 
fiscal and legal authority to do so (a certifi¬ 
cate of legal authority in compliance with 
§ 166.14 must be attached): 

(20 U3.C. 1202(g) and 1205(a) (7)) 

(2) The State Agency has entered into co¬ 
operative arrangements with the State 
Health Authority, authorizing the use of 
such health information and services for 
adults as may be available from such au¬ 
thorities and as may reasonably be necessary 
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to enable them to benefit from the Instruc¬ 
tion provided pursuant to the Act; 

(20 U5.C. 1205(a) (3)) 

(3) The State Agency will provide for 
grants to public and private nonprofit 
agencies for special projects, teacher train¬ 
ing, and research; 

(20 UJ3.C. 1205(a)(4)) 

(4) The State Agency will provide for co¬ 
operation with Community Action programs. 
Work Experience programs, VISTA, Work- 
Study, Model Cities, and other programs 
relating to the anti-poverty effort; 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)(5)) 

(5) The State Agency will make such re¬ 
ports, including reports of evaluations. In 
such form and containing such information 
as the Commissioner may reasonably require 
to carry out his functions under the Act, 
and to determine the extent to which funds 
provided under the Act have been effective 
in carrying out Its purposes; 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)(6)) 

(6) The State Agency will keep such 
records and afford such access thereto as the 
Commissioner may find necessary to assure 
the correctness and verification of all reports 
submitted to him; 

(20 U£.C. 1205(a) (6)) 

(7) The State Agency has provided for 
such fiscal control and fund accounting pro¬ 
cedures as will assure proper disburse¬ 
ment of, and accounting for. Federal funds 
paid to the State under the Act (including 
any funds paid by the State to local educa¬ 
tional agencies and private nonprofit agencies 
under this 8tate plan); 

(20 UJS.C. 1205(a)(7)) 

(8) The State Agency will ensure that 
special emphasis will be given to adult basic 
education programs except where such needs 
can be shown to have been met; 

(20 U.8.C. 1205(a)(8)) 

(9) The State Agency will provide such 
further information and assurances as may 
be required by applicable regulations; 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)(9)) 

(10) The State Agency. Including its po¬ 
litical subdivisions, has available from non- 
Federal sources for expenditure for adult 
education, in the fiscal year for which the 
allotment Is made, an amount not less than 
the amount expended for such purpose from 
such sources during the preceding fiscal 
year; 

(20 U.S.C. 1206(b)) 

(11) The State Agency assures that the 
program will be conducted in compliance 
with all requirements imposed by or pur¬ 
suant to 45 CFR Part 80. 

The State Agency has submitted or Is 
hereby submitting as an attachment to this 
agreement the methods of administration to 
give reasonable assurance that the applicant 
and all recipients of Federal financial assist¬ 
ance under the State plan will comply with 
all requirements Imposed by or pursuant to 
45 CFR Part 80. 

(42 UB.C. 2000d; Pub. L. 92-318, title IX) 

(12) The State plan has been submitted 
to the Governor for his review, and his com¬ 
ments or a statement that no comments have 
been made will be attached to the annual 
program plan. Any amendments to this plan, 
as well as other periodic reports required 
under the program, if any, will be submitted 
lor the Governor's review. His comments or a 


statement that no comments were made will 
accompany the materials when they are sub¬ 
mitted to the UJB. Office of Education. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a)) 

(13) Assurance Is hereby given that If any 
adult education other than adult basic edu¬ 
cation is to be provided In any geographical 
area or school district in the State that the 
need for adult basic education In such area 
or school district has been met as determined 
In accordance with the criteria specified in 
S 166.12(b) of the regulations. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205(a) (8)) 

(14) The program for the use of grants 
has been developed by the State Agency in 
accordance with section 306 of the Act and 
affords assurance of substantial progress with 
respect to all segments of the adult popula¬ 
tion and all areas of the State toward carry¬ 
ing out the purpose of the Act and applicable 
regulations. 

(20 UJS.C. 1205(a)(1)) 

(15) The State Agency assures that it will 
not approve a program application unless it 
determines that the program will (1) utilize 
qualified administrative personnel and in¬ 
structional staff, adequate facilities, equip¬ 
ment, materials, and guidance and counsel¬ 
ing services; (2) provide for effective recruit¬ 
ment and retention of participants in adult 
education programs; and (3) provide for ef¬ 
fective administration and supervision to as¬ 
sure efficient and economical operation in 
providing an adequate learning environment. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1205(a), 1232c(b)) 

(16) The annual program plan will in¬ 
clude a certification by the State’s Attorney 
General or other appropriate official as spec¬ 
ified in $ 166.14 of the regulations. 

Such program for use of grants is set forth 

in _ 

(Name of existing identifiable document) 
which is hereby Incorporated by reference 
(attached hereto) and will be available for 
Inspection by the Commissioner at the 


(State Agency) 


By: 


(Address) 

(Signature of authorized official) 


(Title) 

“(lite) 

Appendix B 

GUIDELINES 

ADULT EDUCATION STATE PLAN 
PROGRAMS 

Part 1—Introduction 

Sec. 

1.1 Scope of guidelines. 

1.2 Applicable statutes and regulations. 

1.3 Purpose of the State plan. 

Part 2—Administrative Recommendations 

2.1 Compliance with Civil Rights Act of 

1964. 

2.2 Submission procedures. 

2.3 Administrative organizations. 

Part 3—Annual Program Plan 

3.1 Overview of the planning process. 

3.2 Adult learning needs survey. 

3.3 Resource inventory. 

3.4 Determining program priorities. 

3.5 Allocating resources. 

3.6 Program evaluation. 

3.7 Annual program plan format. 


Part 4—Application and Project Report 
Forms 

4.1 Application form. 

PABT 1—INTRODUCTION 

Sec. 1.1 Scope of guidelines, (a) The guide¬ 
lines contained in this document are recom¬ 
mendations and suggestions for meeting the 
legal requirements which apply to State 
plans for Federal assistance under the Adult 
Education Act. The guidelines are not to be 
construed as requirements. However, where 
the guidelines set forth a permissible means 
of meeting a legal requirement, the guide¬ 
lines may be relied upon. 

(20 U.S.C. 1208: 113 Cong. Rec. 5936, 5939 
(dally ed. May 23. 1967); United States v. 
Jefferson County Board of Education, 372 F. 
2d 836, 857 (1966)). 

(b) Where a guideline is issued In connec¬ 
tion with or affecting a provision in the reg¬ 
ulations. the pertinent regulation will be 
cited after the citation of legal authority for 
the guideline, In the parentheses following 
the guideline. For example, if the legal au¬ 
thority for the guideline is section 306(b) of 
the Act (20 U.S.C. 1205(b)). and the guide¬ 
line affects 5 166.7 of the regulations (45 
CFR 166.7), the following citation will be 
placed on the line immediately following 
the guideline (20 UB.C. 1205(b); 45 CFR 
166.7). If no particular section of the reg¬ 
ulations Is affected, no citation to the Code 
of Federal Regulations (CFR) will be made. 

(20 UB.C 1232(a)) 

Sec. 1.2 Applicable statutes and regular 
tions. State plans for adult education are to 
be proposed and conducted in accordance 
with applicable Federal statutes and reg¬ 
ulations. Pertinent provisions include the 
Adult Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1201-1211), 
the General Education Provisions Act (20 
U.S.C. 1221 et 8eq.), the Adult Education 
Regulations (45 CFR Part 166), the General 
Provisions for Office of Education Programs 
(hereinafter referred to “GEPR") (Sub¬ 
chapter A of Chanter 1 of 45 CFR Parts 100 
and 100b), and Office of Management and 
Budget Circular No. A-102. The State edu¬ 
cational agency should carefully review the 
above references prior to preparing the State 
plan for adult education. 

(20 U.S.C. 1201-1211; 20 U.S.C. 1221 et seq.; 

45 CFR Part 166: 45 CFR Part 100b; and 
OMB Circular No. A-102) 

Sec. 1.3 Purpose of the State plan, (a) The 
State plan is a standard requirement used 
in connection with several cooperative Fed¬ 
eral-State programs. The State plan under 
the Adult Education Act provides, among 
other things: 

(1) The basis on which the State, through 
Its State educational agency, will qualify to 
participate in and receive Federal funds 
for programs under the Adult Education Act; 

(2) Assistance in planning. Justifying and 
organizing the proposed allocation of funds; 

(3) A basis for common understanding 
and communication among the State edu¬ 
cational agency, other participating agen¬ 
cies, the U3. Office of Education, and the 
program reviewers and auditors; and 

(4) A basis for both immediate and long- 
range planning and for continuous, sys¬ 
tematic evaluation. 

(b) If local adun eduction teachers and 
administrators are Involved in developing 
the plan and it is widely shared with other 
State and local decisionmakers, it may also 
serve to facilitate communication and pro¬ 
gram support. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205; 45 CFR 166.11) 
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PART 2-ADMINISTRATIVE RECOMMENDATIONS 

Sec. 2.1 Compliance with Civil Rights Act 
of 1964. (a) Federal financial assistance is 
subject to the regulations in part 80 of this 
title. Issued by the Secretary of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare and approved by the 
President, to effectuate the provisions of 
Title VI of t*e Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 88-352). 

(42 U.S.C. 2000d) 

(b) Federal flnanical assistance is also 
subject to the provisions of Title IX of the 
Education Amendments of 1972 (prohibition 
of sex discrimination), and any regulations 
issued thereunder. 

(Public Law 92-318. Title IX) 

Sec. 2.2 Submission procedures. —(a) Gen¬ 
eral. Subpart B of the regulations contained 
at 45 CFR Part 166 describes certain require¬ 
ments with regard to submitting the State 
plan for adult education. Appendix A of 
those regulations also contains the required 
cover sheet and State-Federal agreement. 

(b) Transmittal. (1) The State educational 
agency must submit the cover sheet and 
State-Federal agreement to the Regional 
Director, Occupational and Adult Education 
Programs. BOAE. for his review as required 
In Appendix A of the regulations. After the 
Regional Director reviews and approves the 
documents, he will make a recommendation 
to the U.S. Commissioner of Education. After 
the U.S. Commissioner has aoproved the State 
plan, two copies of the cover sheet and the 
State-Federal agreement will be returned 
to the appropriate regional office of the U.S. 
Office of Education. One aoproved copy will 
be returned to the State educational agency. 

(2) Although the regulations provide the 
State agency with the option of attaching 
the annual program plan to the State-Fed¬ 
eral agreement or Incorporating it by refer¬ 
ence in the agreement (and making the an¬ 
nual program plan available fcr Inspection 
by the U.S. Commis c ioner at the State edu¬ 
cational agency), attaching the annual pro¬ 
gram plan has been found to facilitate com¬ 
munication at all levels. 

(c) Preparation of annual program plan . 
In the preparation cf the annual program 
plan for adult education, the following should 
be observed: 

(1) Copy should be typed or duplicated 
on 8 l / 2 x 11" bond paper. It Is recommended 
that tissue not be used for copies. 

(2) Each major plan section should begin 
on a new page. 

(3) Each page should carry in the upper 
right-hand corner the following information: 

Plan Section Number_ 

State ____ 

(4) Pages need not be numbered, but the 
numerical Indexing of sections and sub¬ 
sections In the guide should be followed. 

(20U.S.C. 1205; 45 CFR 166.11-16) 

Sec. 2.3 Administrative organisations —(a) 
State administrative agency —(1) Map. It is 
often helpful for the annual program plan 
to include a map of the pertinent adminis¬ 
trative agencies within the State (for ex¬ 
ample, local educational agencies) and the 
geographical areas for which each such ad¬ 
ministrative agency is responsible. Such a 
map could assist the State educational agency 
in assuring that substantial progress can be 
made with respect to all segments of the 
adult population and all areas of the State 
toward carrying out the purpose of the Act 
and applicable regulations, particularly when 
used in conjunction with the adult needs 
survey referred to In section 3.2 of these 
guidelines. 


(2) Organizational chart. It is also often 
helpful to Include a current organizational 
chart of the State educational agency in the 
annual program plan. The chart could re¬ 
flect the number of people, by title, serving 
the State educational agency in the adult 
education program. 

(b) Local and State advisory councils — 
(1) Possible activities. Local and State advi¬ 
sory or planning councils can often be a 
valuable asset, and a description of any in¬ 
volvement of such groups would be appro¬ 
priate for Inclusion in the annual program 
plan. Such councils may include members 
of the client group, such as teachers and 
students. Councils may. for example, be ap¬ 
pointed by the State educational agency or 
local administrative agency. The program 
plan could describe how much a council 
might assist in activities such as the follow¬ 
ing: 

(1) Local project design; 

(11) Project review and approval; 

(ill) Evaluation and monitoring; 

(iv) State plan development; 

(v) Dissemination and reporting; 

(vl) Policy development; and 

(vil) Needs assessment. 

(2) Allowable costs. Salaries, wages, and 
other costs incurred by members serving on 
such advisory councils for activities such 
as those listed above which are reasonably 
related to the State adult education program 
may be charged to State or local adminis¬ 
tration;-in comoliance with regulations con¬ 
tained in 45 CFR Part 100b. Subpart G. (20 
U.S.C. 1205, 1231d; 45 CFR Part 100b. Sub¬ 
part G) 

(c) Other organizations. It is open helpful 
to hold public hearings and meetings peri¬ 
odically to encourage the participation of 
any other concerned groups and of members 
from the general public. 

(20 UJS.C. 1205) 

PART 3—ANNUAL PROGRAM PLAN 

Sec. 3.1 Overview of the planning process. 

(a) The following sequence illustrates some 
of the essential steps in the planning pro¬ 
cess: (1) Identify adult learning needs: (2) 
inventory resources; (3) establish program 
priorities; (4) design a plan for allocating 
resources; and (5) allocate resources. 

(b) Since the above steps are dependent 
upon each other. It is important that the 
developmental process be approached in a 
sequential manner. The desired end product 
is an adult education program plan that 
provides the State educational agency with 
the philosophy, operating plan, and ration¬ 
ale for funding decisions on an annual basis. 
The program plan should identify precisely 
the objectives for the ensuing fiscal year and 
should describe how they will be met. Such 
a description would include the pertinent 
program and fiscal considerations required 
to conduct the program. The intent of such 
a description is to encourage the State edu¬ 
cational agency to chart a plan in advance 
so that, for example, during the planning 
process relevant program requirements such 
as teacher training, curriculum, and instruc¬ 
tional materials can be prepared prior to 
beginning instructional activities. Since the 
resources and delivery systems of each State 
differ, it is realized that the plans will vary 
and that each State will want to develop a 
plan that is responsive to the unique re¬ 
quirements of its adult population and edu¬ 
cational system. 

(c) Subsequent sections of this part will 
offer guidelines for each of the above steps 
in the planning process. 

(d) Copies of adult program planning 
charts and forms referred to in these guide¬ 
lines may be obtained from the Division of 
Adult Education, U.S. Office of Education, 
Washington, D.C. 20202. 

(20 U8.C. 1205) 


Sec. 3.2 Adult learning needs survey, (a) 
It is suggested that a needs survey be taken 
initially without regard to fiscal constraints 
or anticipated revenues from State, Federal, 
or local sources, in order to determine the 
full extent of adult learning needs in the 
State. A survey chart, such as that included 
in adult program planning chart A, may be 
used by the administrative agency or by the 
local educational agency to achieve com¬ 
patibility in identifying the needs and an¬ 
nual program accomplishments. 

(b) Charts similar to adult program plan¬ 
ning chart A, may also be useful for survey¬ 
ing the needs in each of the levels of con¬ 
sideration established by regulation at 
§ 106.12(b). 

(c) Since this survey will affect subsequent 
decisions, it is suggested that the county 
breakdown reflected in the 1970 Census also 
be examined carefully and compared with the 
survey data. The general social and economic 
characteristics column of the State Census 
provides data concerning the years of school 
completed for females and males over 25 
years of age according to county. Educa¬ 
tional attainment data regarding the age 
group between 16 and 25 are also available 
as State summary data. 

(d) In addition to the State census data, 
the State educational agency might find the 
following publications useful in preparing 
the annual program plan: 

(1) Publications of the National Center 
for Educational Statistics, UB. Office of Edu¬ 
cation, concerning adult education data; 

(2) Reports of the Systems Development 
Corporation concerning the longitudinal 
study of adult basic education students; 

(3) Teacher training studies produced by 
the University of Missouri at Kansas City; 

(4) State evaluations; 

(5) The Adult Basic Education Evaluation 
Model produced by Teachers College, Colum¬ 
bia University; and 

(6) Regional staff development plan. 

(20 U.S.C. 1205) 

Sec. 3.3 Resource inventory —(a) General. 
Compiling an inventory of those resources 
that can be applied toward meeting the 
Identified learning needs is a next step. At 
this point In planning it is recommended 
that fiscal constraints again not be allowed 
to enter in the planning since this step is 
designed to encourage the State educational 
agency to identify resources in each admin¬ 
istrative agency that are available or could 
be made available and the additional re¬ 
sources required to help meet the previously 
identified learning needs. It Is suggested 
that the State educational agency conduct 
such planning with regard to such resources 
as personnel, facilities, instructional ma¬ 
terials, and community resources. If this 
task has already been performed in con¬ 
junction with the regional staff development 
program, the data might be transferred to 
the annual program plan or the regional 
staff development plan might be attached or 
Incorporated by reference. 

(b) Personnel. In order to clarify the ex¬ 
tent of personnel currently available for 
adult education, and those desired, a chart 
along the lines of adult program planning 
chart B might be included in the annual 
program plan. 

(c) Community resources. Experience in¬ 
dicates that the adult education program 
will succeed in relation to the degree that it 
utilizes total community resources with a 
view toward maximizing services required by 
the individual. Of course, if the local appli¬ 
cant can share in the cost of the program. 
It enables the State to render service to more 
people. Community resources such as the fol¬ 
lowing should be surveyed to determine their 
availability for adult instructional programs: 
local educational agencies, public libraries, 
museums, media, transportation, recreation, 
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cultural, business, industry, public health, 
social security, food stamps, day care, non¬ 
profit organizations, hospitals, correctional 
institutions, learning centers, colleges, or 
community colleges, technical institutes, and 
other appropriate organizations. During the 
planning survey an effort might also be made 
to identify facilities that are convenient to 
adult learners and, if possible, adjacent to 
other services they may require, such as 
health and welfare services. 

(20 UJS.C. 1205) 

Sec. 3.4 Determining program priorities. 

(a) The State educational agency also faces 
the task of establishing program priorities 
and allocating resources. The annual program 
plan must include a statement of the priori¬ 
ties established, as required by the regula¬ 
tions at i 166.12(b). Such a statement should 
include a clear description of each of the 
precise priorities established and should give 
the rationale for establishing each such prior¬ 
ity, relating it to prior steps in the planning 
process, such as the needs survey and re¬ 
source inventory. Por example, a priority for 
classes for migrant adults functioning at the 
fourth grade level or below might have been 
identified by the adult needs survey. 

(b) It is suggested that the State educa¬ 
tional agency formulate and disseminate its 
policies, procedures, criteria, and priorities in 
order to guide agencies in applying for pro¬ 
gram support, consistent with §5 166.12(b) 
and 166.13 of the regulations. 

(c) Every effort should be made to pro¬ 
vide a coordinated statewide program which 
focuses upon the established priorities. How¬ 
ever, the State educational agency should 
also consider the unique priorities of par¬ 
ticular applicants. For example, if the learn¬ 
ing needs survey indicates that a particular 
school district or location has a large popu¬ 
lation of adults who require English as a 
second language In order to gain employ¬ 
ment or meet their adults responsibilities, 
then the State educational agency might 
wish to encourage the appropriate agency 
to submit an application for a special proj¬ 
ect (as described in section 306(a) (4) of the 
Act) focusing on this particular program 
area, 

(20 U.S.C. 1205; 45 CPR 166.11-13) 

Sec. 3.5 Allocating resources —(a) Expendi¬ 
tures or administration of State plan and 
project activities. Program planning chart C 
may be used to assist in allocating resources 
and prorating expenditures. 

(b) Fiscal resources in relation to the 
three instructional levels of consideration. 

(1) The State educational agency must con¬ 
sider the instructional levels of consideration 
provided In § 166.12(b) of the regulations 
with regard to the allocation of funds. In 
many Instances It appears that certain geo¬ 
graphical areas have been providing substan¬ 
tial Instructional services for lower levels 
when adequate emphasis has not yet been ac¬ 
corded to higher priority levels within the 
geographical area. The distribution of re¬ 
sources described in the above regulation is 
required in accord with the intent of the 
Act. 

(2) Relating these priorities to the major 
cost categories might also be useful. For ex¬ 
ample, If the learning needs survey indicates 
that a substantial proportion of the popula¬ 
tion In a particular location was functioning 
below the fourth grade level and the person¬ 
nel resource inventory reflected a lack of 
teachers prepared to teach reading at grades 
1-4, the State educational agency may want 
to consider assigning additional teacher 
training resources at this level. Of course, this 
procedure could also apply to Instructional 
materials, special projects, and research or 
demonstration projects. 

(20 UB.C. 1205; 45 CFR 166.11-13) 


Sec. 3.6 Program evaluation. Program 
evaluations, as described in 45 CFR 106.13(h) 
and 186.12(b)(2), might address the follow¬ 
ing issues: 

(a) To what degree does the plan provide 
for cooperation with special projects and 
teacher training grants that may be operat¬ 
ing In the State and supported with resources 
from section 309 of the Act; 

(b) Do the local instructional programs 
that the State funded reflect the findings of 
the learning needs survey and agree with the 
levels of consideration discussed in section 
3.6(b); 

(c) Do local programs of instruction pro¬ 
vide opportunities for State reviews on a 
recurring basis? This is very Important since 
the State educational agency or Office of 
Education regional office may be able to pro¬ 
vide technical assistance which could 
strengthen a component; 

(d) Is the regional staff development 
capability employed effectively to assist local 
programs; 

(e) Do evaluations performed by the State 
educational agency include management 
concerns such as maintaining adequate 
financial records and providing for audits and 
retention of records; and 

(f) Has the State-Federal agreement been 
provided to all participating agencies to 
apprise them of the State assurances to im¬ 
plement the Act? 

(20 US.C. 1205; 45 CFR 166.47) 

Sec. 8.7 Annual program plan format . In 
order to reflect the above suggestions and the 
requirements contained in the Act and per¬ 
tinent regulations, State educational agen¬ 
cies may wish to use an annual program plan 
format such as the following: 

(a) General program goal statements. This 
portion of the plan might contain a brief 
introductory overview or summary of the 
general program goals. 

(b) Needs survey and resource inventory. 
This portion of the plan might contain a 
description of the conclusions of a needs 
survey and a resource inventory, including 
Information and planning charts such as 
those discussed in sections 3.2 and 3.3. 

(c) Specific program priorities and objec¬ 
ts es. This portion of the program plan 
might describe the specific program objec¬ 
tives which reflect priorities established in 
accordance with section 3.4. Examples of such 
objectives Include the following: 

(1) To review project applications to 
assure their compliance with Federal and 
State guidelines. 

(2) To provide_on-site visitations 

by State agency staff for technical assistance 
and evaluation. 

(3) To provide_preservice and In- 

service training activities. . 

(4) To formulate a State advisory council 

which will meet_times a year. 

(5) To increase adult enrollment in_- 

program by-percent. 

(6) To add_new programs during 

the program year. 

(7) To complete required reports by the 
deadline date. 

(d) Activities and procedures. (1) This 
portion of the program plan might describe 
the activities and procedures proposed to 
address each priority or objective. It is sug¬ 
gested that each priority or objective be dis¬ 
cussed individually, as follows: 

(1) Objective 1: Procedures and activities 
A. B. and C. 

(11) Objective 2: Procedures and activities 
X. Y, and Z. 

(2) This portion of the program plan 
might also, where appropriate, utilize the 
suggestions and planning charts referred to 
in section 3.5. 

(e) Evaluation. This portion of the annual 
program plan might include a discussion of 
evaluation activities. Including 


|1> Evaluation activities proposed to be 
conducted in the year for which application 
is made (See section 3.6.); and 

(2) The extent to which past evaluation 
activities have indicated strengths and 
weaknesses in past programs, and how these 
strengths and weaknesses have affected the 
design of the proposed activities and proce¬ 
dures. 

PART 4—APPLICATION AND PROJECT REPORT 
FORMS 

Sec. 4.1 Application form. It would be very 
helpful for the purpose of aggregating com¬ 
patible data if all applicants to the State 
educational agency used application and 
reporting forms which were comparable. To 
accomplish this purpose. States may wish to 
recommend the use of all or portions of a 
form entitled “Application and Project 
Report Form,” which may be obtained from 
the Division of Adult Education, U.S. Office 
of Education, Washington, D.C. 20202. 

[FR Doc.74-12495 Filed 6-30-74:8:45 amj 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Proposed Implementation Plan Revisions 

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10&42), the 
Administrator approved portions of the 
South Carolina plan to attain and main¬ 
tain the national ambient air quality 
standards. On March 14, 1974, the State 
submitted to the Agency a proposal to 
revise Its approved plan. The proposed 
revision consists principally of changes 
in the limitations on sulfur dioxide emis¬ 
sions from fuel combustion sources. The 
present limits (after July 1, 1972: 2.3# 
SOi per million BTU heat input; after 
July 1, 1977: 1.6 and 2.0# SO ? , for liquid 
and solid fuels respectively, per million 
BTU input) would be replaced by less 
stringent limits to be applied on the 
basis of a County classification system. 

Under the new classification system 
proposed by South Carolina, the limits 
on SO^ emissions from fuel combustion 
sources would be: 

Class I—3.5# SO../10° BTU input for sources 
with an input rated at up to and includ¬ 
ing 10 million BTU/ hr. 
or 

2.3# SO../10* BTU Input for sources with 
an input rated at more than 10 million 
BTU/hr. 

Class II—3.5# SOj/lO 9 BTU input for sources 
with an Input rated at up to 1,000 million 
BTU/hr. 
or 

2.3# SOg/lO® BTU input for sources with ail 
input rated at 1,000 million BTU/hr or 
more. 

Class in— <3.5# SOj/lO* BTU input for all 
sources. 

On the basis of diffusion modeling re¬ 
sults and other considerations, the 
State’s Counties are put into classes as 
follows: 

Class I—Charleston County. 

Class n—Aiken and Anderson Counties. 
Class HI—all others. 

These classifications are subject to re¬ 
view and change at intervals not to ex¬ 
ceed three years. 

Submitted with the proposed relaxa¬ 
tion of sulfur dioxide emission limits for 
fuel combustion sources was a revised 
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control strategy intended to demonstrate 
that incorporation of the proposed 
changes in the State plan would not in¬ 
terfere with the attainment and mainte¬ 
nance of the national ambient air quality 
standards. 

Copies of the information submitted by 
South Carolina are available for public 
inspection at the following locations: 

EPA Freedom of Information Center 
401 M Street. S.W. 

Washington. D.C. 20460 
Air Programs Office 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region IV 

1421 Peachtree St.. N.E. 

Atlanta. Georgia 30309 

South Carolina Bureau of Air Quality Con¬ 
trol 

2600 Bull Street 

Columbia. South Carolina 29201 

Interested persons are encouraged to 
submit written comments on the pro¬ 
posed revision in the South Carolina 
plan, and all relevant comments will be 
weighed carefully by the Agency before 
it proceeds to approve or disapprove the 
changes involved. The Administrator’s 
decision in this matter, however, will be 
based primarily on his judgment as to 
whether the revision meets the require¬ 
ments of section 110(a) (2) (A)-(H> of 
the Clean Air Act, as amended, and the 
implementing regulations of 40 CFR Part 
51. Comments will be accepted on or be¬ 
fore July 1.1974. and should be addressed 
to the Acting Director, Air Programs 
Office. EPA, Region IV. 1421 Peachtree 
St., NE, Atlanta, Georgia 30309. 

Authority: Section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1857c-5 
(a)). 

Dated: May 22, 1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 
(FR Doc.74-12472 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

| Docket No. 19987 J 

UNITED STATES-MEXICO FM 
BROADCASTING AGREEMENT 

Proposed Assignment and Use of Noncom¬ 
mercial Educational Channels; Extension 
of Time 

1. On March 28. 1974, the Commission 
adopted a notice of proposed rulemaking 
in the above-entitled proceeding. Publi¬ 
cation was given in the Federal Register 
on April 10, 1974. 39 FR 13007. Comment 
and reply comment dates are presently 
May 28 and June 11,1974, respectively. 

2. On May 24, 1974, the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting (CPB) filed a re¬ 
quest for extension of time in which to 
file comments to and including June 11, 
1974. CPB states that it has been hold¬ 
ing consultations with National Public 


Radio and the Association of Public 
Radio Stations and because of the un¬ 
expected complex engineering and policy 
questions raised by this matter the addi¬ 
tional time is necessary. 

3. We are of the view that the public 
interest would be served by extending the 
time in this proceeding. Accordingly, it 
is ordered, That the dates for filing com¬ 
ments and reply comments are extended 
to and including June 11 and June 25, 
1974, respectively. 

4. This action is taken pursuant to 
authority found in Sections 4(i), 5(d)(1) 
and 303(r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 0.281 of the 
Commission’s rules. 

Adopted: May 24, 1974. 

Released : May 24, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[sealI Joseph F. Zias, 

Acting Chief , 
Broadcast Bureau. 

| FR Doc.74-12532 Filed 6-30-74; 8:45 amj 


[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Docket No. 18110; FCC 74-5401 

MULTIPLE OWNERSHIP OF STANDARD FM 
AND TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 

Order Changing Dates of Oral Argument 

1. In a Memorandum Opinion and 
Order, adopted February 28, 1974 (FCC 
74-222, 39 FR 9551), the Commission an¬ 
nounced that oral argument in this pro¬ 
ceeding would take place on June 18, 19 
and, if necessary, June 20, 1974. Written 
requests to participate in the oral argu¬ 
ment were to be filed not later than 
May 1, 1974. In addition, interested par¬ 
ties were invited to file elaborating or up¬ 
dating written materials by the same 
date, if they wished to do so. Subse¬ 
quently, at the request of several peti¬ 
tioners, the date for filing written sub¬ 
missions and notices of appearance was 
extended from May 1 to May 15, 1974 (39 
FR 15509). 

2. Recently the Communications Sub¬ 
committee of the U.S. Senate Commerce 
Committee announced that it would hold 
hearings on June 18, 19, and 20, 1974, on 
proposed broadcast license renewal leg¬ 
islation which is of great importance 
both to the Commission and the broad¬ 
cast industry. It may reasonably be ex¬ 
pected that the Commission will be rep¬ 
resented among those testifying at*the 
Subcommittee hearings. Moreover, some 
of the parties wishing to partake in the 
Commission hearings in the present pro¬ 
ceeding may wish to participate in the 
renewal hearing. In view of this conflict, 
it appears prudent to postpone the oral 
argument in this proceeding to a later 
time, and we are therefore changing the 
dates from those mentioned above to 
July 24. 25 and (if necessary) 26. 1974. 

3. In view of the delay entailed by this 
change of dates, and since we wish to 


have as complete a record as possible 
on which to base our decisions, we are 
affording interested parties an opportu¬ 
nity to reply to the written up-dating 
and supplemental comments that were 
filed in response to the above-mentioned 
order scheduling oral argument. Parties 
may file such reply comments not later 
than June 12, 1974. The usual require¬ 
ment of an original and fourteen copies 
shall apply to such filings. 

4. Consistent with the foregoing, it is 
ordered. That the oral argument sched¬ 
uled for June 18, 19 and, if necessary, 
June 20, 1974, is cancelled, and that oral 
argument in this proceeding will be held 
July 24, 25 and, if necessary, July 26, 
comments to the up-dating and supple¬ 
mental comments filed in this proceeding 
1974. It is further ordered, That reply 
may be filed not later than June 12,1974. 

Adopted: May 23,1974. 

Released: May 24,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12538 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am( 


[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Docket No. 20065; RM-2224] 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS IN 
NEBRASKA 

Table of Assignments 

In the Matter of Amendment of 
5 73.606(b). Table of Assignments, Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Stations. (Alliance. 
Hay Springs, and Scottsbluff. Nebraska). 

1. Notice is hereby given of the institu¬ 
tion of this proceeding to consider a pro¬ 
posal to amend the television Table of 
Assignments by reassigning Channel 4 
from Hay Springs, Nebraska, to Scotts- 
bluff-Hay Springs, Nebraska, as a hy¬ 
phenated assignment. The proposal is 
advanced by Duhamel Broadcasting En¬ 
terprises (Duhamel). licensee of Station 
KDUH-TV, Hay Springs, which it oper¬ 
ates on Channel 4 as a semi-satellite of 
commonly owned Station KOTA-TV. 
Channel 3, Rapid Citv, South Dakota, 
with authority to identify it on the air as 
a Hay Springs-Scottsbluff-Alliance, Ne¬ 
braska, station. The proposal would make 
Channel 4 available for application for 
a station to serve either Hay Springs or 
Scottsbluff as its principal community of 
license, and Duhamel seeks its adoption 
so that it may apply to have Station 
KDUH-TV’s city of license changed from 
Hay Springs to Scottsbluff and its main 
studio, now located about 2.75 miles 
south of Hay Springs, relocated in Scotts¬ 
bluff. Since Station KDUH-TV now 
operates from an antenna site approxi¬ 
mately 42 miles southwest of Hay 
Springs, 33 miles northeast of Scottsbluff, 
and 20 miles west northwest of Alliance, 
with facilities which place the required 
signal for principal city service over 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31. 1974 









PROPOSED RULES 


19231 


Scottsbluff ! and which would be other¬ 
wise technically feasible for a Channel 4 
operation at Scottsbluff, Duhamel plans 
to continue operating Station KDUH-TV 
from its present antenna site should it be 
relicensed as a Scottsbluff station. 
Duhamel also states that, as a Scottsbluff 
station, Station KDUH-TV would con¬ 
tinue to maintain a studio at Hay 
Springs as an auxiliary and to originate 
local programming from there. 

2. Along with the Duhamel reassign¬ 
ment proposal, we propose for consid¬ 
eration and comment two alternative 
proposals to reassign Channel 4 from 
Hay Springs either to Alliance-Hay 
Springs, or to Scottsbluff-Alliance-Hay 
Springs, as a hyphenated assignment. 
These proposed alternatives, also tech¬ 
nically feasible and requiring no change 
in Station KDUH-TV’s antenna site or 
technical facilities, are suggested by a 
counterproposal to reassign Channel 4 
to Alliance if it should be moved from 
Hay Springs, advanced by Wyneco Com¬ 
munications, Inc. (Wyneco), in an op¬ 
position it filed to the Duhamel petition, 
and to which Duhamel filed a reply. 
Wyneco is the licensee of television Sta¬ 
tion KSTF, Channel 10, Scottsbluff, 
which it operates as a semi-satellite of 
commonly owned Station KYCU-TV, 
Channel 5, Cheyenne. Wyoming, and 
with authority to identify Station KSTF 
on the air as a Scottsbluff-Gering! Ne¬ 
braska, station. 

3. An opposition to the Duhamel pe¬ 
tition w f as also filed by the Hilliard Com¬ 
pany, Inc., licensee of Radio Station 
KOLT(AM), Scottsbluff, ten days after 
the September 17, 1973, expiration date 
for filing responses thereto." It was not 
accompanied by any showing which 
would indicate good cause, or any cause, 
for its late submission and has not, there¬ 
fore been accepted for consideration. The 


1 Station KDUH-TV also places a signal of 
the intensity required for principal city serv¬ 
ice (74 dBu) over Alliance but places a signal 
of but Grade A (71 dBu) over Hay Springs. 
In authorizing the move of Station KDUH- 
TV in 1969 from its former site (approxi¬ 
mately 2.75 miles south of Hay 8prlngs) to 
its present site, the Commission waived re¬ 
quirements of § 73.665(a) of the rules with 
respect to the minimum signal intensity re¬ 
quired over the principal city to be served 
(Hay Springs), since it appeared that opera¬ 
tion from the proposed transmitter site 
would still enable the population of Hay 
Springs to receive an adequate signal (71 
dBu) and would also permit a significant 
improvement in the coverage and service of 
Station KDUH-TV. The site move was, how¬ 
ever, made subject to the condition that the 
licensee of Station KDUH-TV install and 
maintain sufficient television broadcast 
translator stations to provide acceptable 
service to the viewers who lost acceptable 
service as a result of the transmitter move 
in all areas where more than a minimal num¬ 
ber of viewers were involved. 

a The expiration date for filing responses to 
the Duhamel petition, originally August 20, 
1973. was twice extended in response to re¬ 
quests of Wyneco: first to September 10, 
1973 (Order, released August 22, 1973, Mimeo 
05928); and then to September 17, 1973 
(Order, released September 12. 1973, Mimeo 
06569). 


pleading may be resubmitted, however, 
if the Hilliard Company so desires, as 
comments, along with any others it may 
wish to make, in the proceeding we are 
instituting herein to consider the 
Duhamel proposal further. 

4. Hay Springs, Scottsbluff, and Alli¬ 
ance are located in the panhandle region 
of western Nebraska, with Hay Springs 
approximately 75 miles northeast of 
Scottsbluff. and with Alliance approxi¬ 
mately 40 miles south of Hay Springs and 
45 miles northeast of Scottsbluff. U.S. 
Census reports show that Hay Springs 
had a 1970 population of 682, as com¬ 
pared to a population of 823 in 1960 (a 
17.1 percent decrease). Sheridan County 
in which Hay Springs is located had a 
1970 population of 7,285, as compared to 
a population of 9,049 in 1960 (a 19.5 per¬ 
cent decrease). Scottsbluff, the largest 
population center in this area, had a 1970 
population of 14,507, as compared to a 
population of 13,377 in 1960 (a 8.4 per¬ 
cent increase). Both Scottsbluff and the 
adjoining community of Gering (1970 
population 5.639) are located in Scotts 
Bluff County, which had a 1970 popula¬ 
tion of 36,432, as compared to a 1960 
population of 33,809 (a 7.8 percent in¬ 
crease). Alliance had a 1970 population 
of 6.862, as compared to a population 
of 7,845 in 1960 (a 12.5 percent decrease). 
Box Butte County in which Alliance is 
located, had a 1970 population of 10,094, 
as compared to a population of 11.688 in 
1960 (a 13.6 percent decrease). 

5. The only commercial television sta¬ 
tions in operation in this western Ne¬ 
braska area are Duhamel’s Channel 4 
satellite station at Hay Springs (KDUH- 
TV) which has been in operation since 
1958, and Wyneco's Channel 10 satellite 
station at Scottsbluff (KSTV), which has 
been in operation under Wyneco owner¬ 
ship since 1972 and under other owner¬ 
ship (Frontier Broadcasting Company) 
since 1955. Station KDUH-TV is pri¬ 
marily affiliated with NBC and Station 
KSTV with CBS. Both stations also carry 
ABC programming. These stations oc¬ 
cupy the only television channels pres¬ 
ently assigned to Hay Springs and 
Scottsbluff. There are also two noncom¬ 
mercial educational stations in the area 
at Alliance (KTNE-TV, Channel *13) 
and at Merriman, Nebraska (KRNE-TV, 
Channel *12), which occupy the only 
television channels assigned to these 
communities. Merriman (1970 popula¬ 
tion, 172) is located approximately 50 
miles northeast of Hay Springs. 

6. In support of its proposal. Duhamel 
avers that Station KDUH-TV suffered 
losses totalling $278,311 from 1958 when 
it commenced operation through 1970 
and that the move of the station in Oc¬ 
tober of 1970 to its present site was in¬ 
tended to enable it to become a viable 
“area wide” operation which, from its 
more centrally located site in this west¬ 
ern Nebraska panhandle region and with 
its improved facilities (a 2,000 foot 
tower), would provide much needed ad¬ 
ditional service to this underserved and 
sparsely populated area. It states, how¬ 
ever, that, while the move improved Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV’s signal coverage to the 


area immensely, it has not improved its 
economic situation and that it operated 
at a net loss of $102,364 in 1971 and of 
$99,571 in 1972. It attributes this mainly 
to the cost of the move (approximately 
$630,000), and also to other problems, 
such as maintenance (e.g., weather dam¬ 
age to the tower), additional engineering 
personnel and increased travel. Duhamel 
states that it is manifest that operation 
under such circumstances cannot long 
continue and that, after careful consid¬ 
eration, it has concluded that Station 
KDUH-TV can survive as a viable op¬ 
eration for its entire service area only 
if it is able to have Scottsbluff substituted 
for Hay Springs as its city of license and 
its main studio relocated in Scottsbluff. 
In addition to economic necessity, it 
urges that other public interest and prac¬ 
tical considerations dictate this conclu¬ 
sion. 

7. Duhamel contends that while it has 
no intention of abandoning its responsi¬ 
bilities to Hay Springs and to its entire 
northern service area and it appreciates 
the loyalty, interest and support provided 
by the residents and merchants of Hay 
Springs, it is unrealistic to expect an 
“area wide" station, such as Station 
KDUH-TV, now is, to be tied to the eco¬ 
nomic base of a community the size of 
Hay Springs. In order to survive, Du¬ 
hamel claims. Station KDUH-TV must 
operate on a broader “area wide” scope 
than is now possible, must have better 
access than it now has to Scottsbluff and 
the adjacent counties thereto along the 
Platte River, the principal population 
centers of the area, and must increase its 
efficiency in operations and sales. A prin¬ 
cipal step in this direction, it urges, is 
the ability to relocate the station’s main 
studio in the Scottsbluff area, where it 
claims the main economic support for it 
is. To show this, Duhamel states that of 
the 122,933 persons residing within the 
Grade B contour of Station KDUH-TV, 
a total of 114,174 reside in fourteen Ne¬ 
braska counties and Goshen County, Wy¬ 
oming, each of which, we are told, is 
wholly or substantially encompassed by 
the Grade B contour of KDUH-TV. Du¬ 
hamel refers to the 114,174 persons in 
those counties as the principal popula¬ 
tion served by the station. It presents 
data concerning those counties demon¬ 
strating that three of them which are 
contiguous—Scottsbluff, Morrill, and 
Goshen in the Platte River Valley—con¬ 
tain 53,130 persons (46.5 percent of the 
principal population served), and five of 
them—Scottsbluff, Morrill, Goshen, and 
adjacent Box Butte and Cheyenne—con¬ 
tain 74,002 persons (64.8 percent of the 
principal population served). The latter 
five counties, it is said, contain all the 
urban population in the panhandle area, 
with the exception of Chadron, Nebraska 
(1970 population 5,893, approximately 20 
miles to the northwest of Hay Springs), 
Kimball, Nebraska (1970 population 
3,680, approximately 43 miles south of 
Scottsbluff), and Valentine, Nebraska 
(1970 population 2,662, approximately 
110 miles east of Hay Springs); and al¬ 
most 70 percent of the total retail sales 
in the service area are made in these five 
counties. Duhamel also states that Sta- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 





19232 


PROPOSED RULES 


tion KDUH-TV’s local sales in 1971 and 
1972 totalled $305,136, of which 71.6 per¬ 
cent ($218,343) were made in these five 
counties, 1.8 percent ($4,904) were made 
in Hay Springs; and 26.3 percent ($80.- 
146) were made in the total northern 
area along Highway 20 (including Hay 
Springs). 

8. Duhamel further contends that, al¬ 
though this southern five-county area of 
western Nebraska has provided the 
economic strength for Station KDUH- 
TV, this has been done with the material 
handicap of having its main studio in 
Hay Springs, approximately 100 road 
miles northeast of Scottsbluff. It claims 
that maintaining an isolated studio away 
from Scottsbluff, the population center 
of its coverage area, is an extra cost 
which adds to its economic problems; 
that the estimated 75.000 to 100,000 miles 
yearly which the KDUH-TV staff travels 
could be reduced by two-thirds by reloca¬ 
tion of its main studio in Scottsbluff; 
and that its station manager estimates 
that, primarily due to its Hay Springs 
studio location, sales are only at ap¬ 
proximately 50 percent of their poten¬ 
tial. In addition, Duhamel claims that, 
due to the remoteness of its studios, re¬ 
tailing support of Station KDUH-TV is 
far below its potential since there are 
only about eight to ten Hay Springs ac¬ 
counts which can afford to support the 
station with advertising and from whom 
only an approximate average of $200 a 
moi-th in the aggregate can be realized, 
and since few others are willing to come 
regularly to the station to appear per¬ 
sonally on the air and show their mer¬ 
chandise. as retail store owners custom¬ 
arily want to do in small markets such 
as this. 

9. Duhamel also believes that, in addi¬ 
tion to being economically realistic, the 
proposed reassignment would enable 
Station KDUH-TV to improve its per¬ 
sonnel situation. It states that, although 
offering competitive wages and commen¬ 
surate fringe benefits, the station has 
been singularly unsuccessful in attract¬ 
ing experienced, qualified personnel be¬ 
cause prospective employees are faced 
with the alternatives of living in Hay 
Springs or commuting at least 25 miles 
from the nearest community of any size 
(Chadron); that no on-the-air personal¬ 
ity has ever lived in Hay Springs; and 
that its station manager, a Scottsbluff 
resident, commutes over 200 miles round- 
trip, occasionally twice a day. to be close 
to the sales and population center of Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV’s coverage area, travels 
approximately 57,000 miles per year, and 
averages 24 hours per week driving In 
his car. Another problem, Duhamel 
states, is that of retaining employees 
once they are trained. It mentions, for 
example, that when experienced em¬ 
ployees leave, problems are created by 
the lack of cross fertilization of ideas 
for the younger, inexperienced em¬ 
ployees, particularly in the case of engi¬ 
neering and news personnel. Duhamel 
feels that the relative attractiveness of 
Scottsbluff as a place to live, work, and 
raise a family would help alleviate Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV’s staffing problem and 


reduce its high employee turnover rate 
if it were relocated there an that, as a 
result, an improvement in staff com¬ 
petency and the quality of its program¬ 
ming could be expected. 

10. In addition, Duhamel claims that 
the present remote, location of Station 
KDUH-TV’s main studio away from 
Scottsbluff, the five-county population 
center of its coverage area, hampers the 
local programming efforts of its staff and 
that relocation in Scottsbluff would en¬ 
able the station to provide an improved 
local programming service to its entire 
service area, including Hay Springs, since 
it would then have accessibility to news, 
public affairs, and other events of con¬ 
cern to the largest number of residents 
of the area. It points out. for example, 
that since Scottsbluff has the only major 
airport terminal facility in the Nebraska 
panhandle region and is the trading and 
transportation center for the area, it is 
a stopover location for prominent per¬ 
sons on visits and speaking tours to west¬ 
ern Nebraska and for those attending 
meetings and conventions but that, due 
to the time required to make the 200- 
mile round-trip over two land roads be¬ 
tween Scottsbluff and Hay Springs, the 3 
people are unavailable on a live basis to 
Station KDUH-TV’s audience; that, 
while the Governor and several Nebraska 
gubernatorial and Senatorial candidates 
h- ~e visited the KDUH-TV studio during 
their political campaigns, no Nebraska 
United States Senators or Congressmen 
have done so in the nine years the pres¬ 
ent station manager has been with the 
station, although frequent invitations 
have been extended, and they, typically, 
visit with constituents in the Scotts¬ 
bluff area several times a year; and that, 
even though 56 percent of Station 
KDUH-TV’s audience reside in rural 
areas, resource people from the district 
agricultural offices, most of whom are 
located in Scottsbluff and the Platte 
River Valley, rarely appear on Station 
KDUH-TV. 

11. Duhamel also states that the Hay 
Springs location of Station KDUH-TV’s 
main studio makes it difficult and costly 
with the rural phone lines to get infor¬ 
mation from the nearest weather in¬ 
formation source to the studio for broad¬ 
cast; that it has had to put in a full time 
direct line from the Scotsbluff National 
Weather Service office to its Hay Springs 
studio; and that, despite the vital im¬ 
portance of this service to the area and 
the reliance on Station KDUH-TV for it, 
on occasion, its broadcast has been im¬ 
possible because extreme blizzard condi¬ 
tions made it impossible to reach the 
station's studios. Relocation of its studio 
in Scottsbluff, it believes, would eliminate 
this problem. 

12. Duhamel is also convinced that the 
efficiency and productivity of Station 
KDUH-TV’s news director would in¬ 
crease greatly if he could be located both 
at the news center for the Nebraska pan¬ 
handle region and in close proximity to 
the station’s main studio in Scottsbluff. 
Duhamel says that, he is now located in 
Scottsbluff because It is considered im¬ 
portant that he be at the source of the 


major part of the news affecting the area 
but that his location there hampers 
his effectiveness because of the distance 
and time involved in getting information 
and film to the Hay Springs studio for 
broadcast and the necessity of relying 
only on telephone contacts with the 
studio news staff cm a regular basis 
Duhamel also maintains that, notwith¬ 
standing the fact that Station KDUH-TV 
identifies itself on the air as a “Hay 
Springs-Scottsbluff-Alliance” station, be¬ 
cause its Hay Springs studio is located 
“off the beaten path” in the northern 
part of its coverage area and relatively 
isolated from the five-county population 
center of the Nebraska Panhandle, its 
staff finds it nearly impossible to obtain 
the desired community involvement 
with the majority of people in its service 
area who, it is stated, consider It a sta¬ 
tion “from somewhere up north” and 
do not identify with it. Duhamel urges 
that operation on a dual city “Scotts¬ 
bluff-Hay Springs” assignment would 
underscore the “area wide” nature of 
the station and facilitate a true area 
wide operation. 

13. Duhamel further points out that 
Station KDUH-TV’s move to its present 
more centrally located site in the Ne¬ 
braska panhandle region enabled it to 
place a new signal over the entire service 
area of Wyneco’s Scottsbluff satellite sta¬ 
tion (KSTF) and over substantial por¬ 
tions of its commonly owned parent 
Cheyene station (KYCU-TV) anc! 
another commonly owned satellite 
station at Sterling, Colorado (KTVS>. 
the parent of which ts also KYCU-TV; 
to eliminate large unserved and under - 
served (one service) areas; and to pro¬ 
vide, in reality, a second commercial tele¬ 
vision network signal to the 92.385 per¬ 
sons in the western Nebraska-eastern 
Wyoming area which was underserved by 
commercial broadcasters because of its 
sparse population and marginal econom¬ 
ics. In order to provide this area with a 
second full network service, Duhamel 
states that it gave up a 15-year affiliation 
with CBS and joined NBC since the 
Wyneco Scottsbluff. Cheyenne and Ster¬ 
ling stations (then owned by Frontier 
Broadcasting Company) were primarily 
affiliated with CBS also, and that, as a 
result since both Station KDUH-TV and 
Station KSTF carry a substantial por¬ 
tion of ABC programming also, viewers 
in the area are now able to receive about 
90 percent of the programming available 
off the air from the three major tele¬ 
vision networks. While stating that it 
believes this to be in the public interest. 
Duhamel claims that if Station KDUH- 
TV is to continue to provide this type of 
service, it must be permitted to relocate 
its studios in the unquestioned economic 
center of its service area—the Scottsbluff 
region—so that it will be able to compete 
on a realistic economic base. 

14. In addition, Duhamel urges that 
the Tucson-Nogales, Arizona, TV case * is 
precedent for its proposal since economic 
survival of the Nogales Channel 11 sta- 


*33 F.C.C. 2d 885 (1973). 
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tion was a significant consideration there 
for changing the Nogales Channel 11 as¬ 
signment to a Tucson-Nagales hyphe¬ 
nated assignment. 

Wyneco Opposition 

15. In its opposition, Wyneco submits 
that the subject petition is merely the 
latest in a series of efforts by Duhamel 
over the past few years to enable Station 
KDUH-TV to abandon Hay Springs for 
the somewhat larger community of 
Scottsbluff. It states that these included 
obtaining authorization in 1969 for ex¬ 
panded KDUH-TV facilities, which in¬ 
volved a move to the present KDUH-TV 
transmitter site, enabling it to provide 
a wide area service in northwestern 
Nebraska and to place a signal of city 
grade strength for the first time over 
Scottsbluff (at the former KHUD-TV 
site near Hay Springs, the KDUH Grade 
B contour fell short of Scottsbluff); fil¬ 
ing an application for modification of 
license to specify Scottsbluff as the 
studio location for Station KDUH-TV 
(BMLCT-716), which was opposed by the 
former licensee of Wyneco’s Scottsbluff 
station (KSTF), and. at Duhamel’8 re¬ 
quest, dismissed by the Commission in 
March of 1972; and obtaining tri-city 
identification authority for Station 
KDUH-TV in 1972 as a Hay Springs- 
Scottsbluff-Alliance station. Wyneco con¬ 
tends, for the reasons discussed below, 
that, while Duhamel by its subject pro¬ 
posal now seeks to go all the way and 
achieve a reassignment of Channel 4 to 
Scottsbluff-Hay Springs so that Station 
KDUH-TV may become a full-fledged 
Scottsbluff station by moving its main 
studio there, the adoption of the proposal 
would disserve the overall public interest, 
be inconsistent with the Commission's 
basic television assignment policies, and 
is unnecessary as a solution to Duhamel's 
alleged problems. In any case, Wyneco 
contends that, if Channel 4 is to be 
shifted from Hay Springs, Alliance 
rather than Scottsbluff warrants the 
channel for assignment and use. 

16. Foremost among Wyneco’s objec¬ 
tions on public interest grounds is its 
belief that’ the proposed assignment 
would result in depriving the Hay 
Springs area of its first and only televi¬ 
sion outlet for local expression. Wyneco 
claims that, once Station KDUH-TV is 
able to establish its main studio in 
Scottsbluff, it w’ould effectively foreclose 
any possibility of its continuing to pro¬ 
vide a local service for the Hay Springs 
area; that with Scottsbluff more than 75 
airline miles and 100 road miles from 
Hay Springs, it is obvious that, if the 
KDUH-TV main studio were to be lo¬ 
cated in Scottsbluff, it would be equally 
as unavailable to persons in the Hay 
Springs area as Duhamel claims the Hay 
Springs main studio of KDUH-TV now' is 
to persons in the Scottsbluff area; and 
that it would be too distant from the Hay 
Springs area for it to receive a meaning¬ 
ful local program service. While Wyneco 
notes that Duhamel states that it would 
still maintain an auxiliary studio at Hay 
Springs and originate local programming 
from there, it observes that Duhamel 


furnished no details as to the nature or 
extent of the programming it would fur¬ 
nish and submits that the contemplated 
auxiliary studio at Hay Springs could 
be abandoned at any time without Com¬ 
mission consent. 

17. Wyneco also contends that the 
move of Station KDUH-TV to Scotts¬ 
bluff would not only deprive the residents 
of Hay Springs of a local outlet but that 
it would also deprive residents of other 
nearby communities in the northwest¬ 
ern comer of Nebraska and the south¬ 
western comer of South Dakota, who now 
have reasonable access to the KDUH-TV 
studios near Hay Springs, of access to 
its studios, since they are located even 
further from Scottsbluff than Hay 
Springs is. For example, it points out that 
Chadron, Nebraska (1970 population, 
5,853), the seat of Chadron State Col¬ 
lege, is only 20 miles via UJS. Highway 
20 northwest of Hay Springs but more 
than 110 miles from Scottsbluff; that 
Rushville, Nebraska (1970 population. 
1,137) is only 10 miles east of Hay 
Springs via U.S. Highway 20 but 205 road 
miles from Scottsbluff; and that Gordon. 
Nebraska (1970 population, 2,106), is 
only 27 miles east of Hay Springs on U.S. 
Highway 20 but 120 miles from Scotts¬ 
bluff. Wyneco also points out that Pine 
Ridge. South Dakota (1970 population, 
2,768) is just across the Nebraska-South 
Dakota border, 32 road miles north of 
Hay Springs but 130 miles from Scotts¬ 
bluff, in Shannon County, which con¬ 
sists largely of the Pine Ridge Indian 
Reservation, populated by some 10,000 
Oglala Sioux and 3,000 non-Indians; and 
that Station KDUH-TV is the only com¬ 
mercial TV station now providing a 
Grade B signal to Pine Ridge, the prin¬ 
cipal population center of this area, and 
to the southern portion of Shannon 
County where most of the population is 
located. The distance of Pine Ridge from 
Scottsbluff, Wyneco maintains, also 
makes it obvious that the move of Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV’s main studio to Scotts¬ 
bluff would make it inaccessible to resi¬ 
dents of this South Dakota area. 

18. Wyneco, while conceding that Hay 
Springs and the surrounding communi¬ 
ties of Chadron, Rushville and Gordon 
are small, contends that, since apart 
from Pine Ridge and the other South 
Dakota communities and areas served by 
Station KDUH-TV, these four communi¬ 
ties had an aggregate 1970 population of 
9,778, as compared to Scottsbluff, with a 
1970 population of 14,507, under the 
Commission’s television assignment pri¬ 
orities, Hay Springs warrants a first local 
facility before Scottsbluff is afforded a 
second and the paramount public inter¬ 
est requires the retention of Channel 4 
at Hay Springs for its first and only out¬ 
let for local expression. Wyneco further 
maintains that, while the area surround¬ 
ing Scottsbluff is more densely populated 
than the area around Hay Springs and 
Duhamel may be correct in stating that 
nearly two-thirds of the population 
served by Station KDUH-TV are in the 
general area of the Platte River Valley 
surrounding Scottsbluff. this is no basis 
for Station KDUH-TV to abandon Hay 
Springs for Scottsbluff since it already 


has an outlet for local self expression and 
there has been no showing by Duhamel 
that Scottsbluff’s need for a second out¬ 
let outweighs Hay Springs’ need for its 
first and only outlet. If these reasons were 
controlling, Wyneco submits, the large 
population centers would acquire all the 
facilities at the expense of the more 
sparsely settled areas which, despite 
their small size, still require their own 
local facilities. Wyneco further contends 
that while it may be true that Duhamel 
would be in a position to increase its 
revenues by operating Station KDUH- 
TV as a Scottsbluff station, this con¬ 
sideration is not controlling since the 
overall public interest, not its private 
interest, is the standard under which its 
reassignment proposal must be evalu¬ 
ated, as pointed out in Television Cor¬ 
poration of Michigan v. F.C.C., 294 F. 2d 
720 (1961), 21 RR 2107. 

19. Wyneco also considers Duhamel’s 
reliance on the Tucson-Nogales TV hy¬ 
phenation case as precedent for its pro¬ 
posal to be misplaced. It contends that, 
since the Nogales VHF station was com¬ 
peting as an independent in the small 
community of Nogales (1970 population 
8.946) against 3 VHF network-affiliated 
stations in Tucson, a major TV market 
with a 1970 population of 262,933, the 
situation in that case is a far cry from 
Duhamel’s proposal to reassign Channel 
4 from Hay Springs to Scottsbluff. a 
community of 14,507 persons, with only 
one TV station. An even more basic 
difference, it contends, is that unlike 
Duhamel’s showing, which stresses the 
inaccessibility of Hay Springs to resi¬ 
dents of Scottsbluff, the remoteness of 
the KDUH-TV Hay Springs studio from 
Scottsbluff and the surrounding five- 
county area, the separability of the two 
communities and the lack of identifica¬ 
tion between them, in the Tucson- 
Nogales case, the showing of the Nogales 
station licensee demonstrated that there 
were close ties between Nogales and 
Tucson and that the 72 road miles be¬ 
tween these communities was not a sig¬ 
nificant physical separation in that 
southwestern sector of the country. Wy¬ 
neco further contends that Duhamei's 
showing of the complete separation of 
Scottsbluff and Hays Springs, rather 
than furnishing a basis for its reassign¬ 
ment proposal, underscores the need for 
retaining the channel in the Hay Springs 
area to provide it with its first and only 
local outlet and to conform with our 
basic assignment policies. 

20. In addition, Wyneco argues that 
while survival of the Nogales Channel 11 
station was the decisive factor in the 
Tucson-Nogales case, it having been 
established that the Nogales Channel 11 
station had incurred operating losses 
of more than one million dollars in little 
more than three years of operation, the 
Duhamel showing is insufficient to sup¬ 
port the proposed reassignment on that 
ground. Wyneco contends that while 
Duhamel claims substantial losses in its 
operation of Station KDUH-TV. even 
from its unsupported contentions it ap¬ 
pears that its losses were modest before 
its major expansion of Station KDUH- 
TV’s facilities in 1970 and that the bulk 
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of its purported losses have occurred 
since then; that the data submitted by 
Duhamel on broadcast revenues, ex¬ 
penses and operating income or losses 
for the pertinent years were not accom¬ 
panied with supporting data for its con¬ 
clusions and would not permit any 
meaningful evaluation of the economic 
status of its Hay Springs station; and 
that any proper analysis of its economic 
position requires a review of supporting 
data to permit determinations as to such 
matters as whether the purported losses 
have stemmed from extraordinary ex¬ 
penses incurred in connection with Du- 
hamel’s 1970 major expansion of Station 
KDUH-TV’s facilities and as to the 
allocation of revenues and expenses be¬ 
tween Duhamers Rapid City, South 
Dakota, station (KOTA-TV) and its 
Hay Springs satellite station- 

21. Wyneco also contends that the 
proposed channel reassignment is wholly 
unnecessary, maintaining that virtually 
all of the benefits Duhamel claims would 
be obtained from relocation of the 
KDUH-TV main studio in Scottsbluff 
could be achieved by the establishment 
of an auxiliary studio there without de¬ 
priving Hay Springs of its only local out¬ 
let. It believes that this solution to the 
alleged problems of KDUH-TV should 
be explored before any reassignment of 
Channel 4 to Scottsbluff is made. 

22. Wyneco urges, however, that, if 
Channel 4 is to be reassigned from Hay 
Springs, the Commission’s basic TV as¬ 
signment criteria and priorities require 
that it be assigned to Alliance instead 
of Scottsbluff, since Alliance, a com¬ 
munity of 6,862 persons located in the 
center of the Nebraska Panhandle and 
in the heart of Station KDUH-TV’s cov¬ 
erage area, has no commercial outlet 
for local self-expression, and, while 
somewhat smaller than Scottsbluff, is 
in its view, nevei’theless. a significant 
population center meriting a first local 
facility before Scottsbluff gains a sec¬ 
ond. To show the interest of Alliance in 
securing a local facility, Wyneco sub¬ 
mitted with its pleading a copy of a 
letter received by the Commission from 
the City Manager of Alliance on June 18, 
1971, in connection with Duhamel’s then 
pending application for license modifica¬ 
tion to relocate KDUH-TV’s main studio 
in Scottsbluff which indicates interest 
in having Alliance selected as a site for 
the new studios and headquarters of 
KDUH-TV. The letter also states that 
among the advantages of relocation in 
Alliance are that it is within 19 miles 
of the KDUH-TV transmitter site; that 
it is large enough to develop good local- 
interest news that would interest the 
trade area in Station KDUH-TV’s ex¬ 
panded coverage area; that the North¬ 
western Bell Telephone Company has a 
service and district control plant in Alli¬ 
ance which has communication advan¬ 
tages over other possible sites; and that 
other media (radio and newspaper) find 
the Alliance business climate healthy. 

Duhamel Reply 

23. In reply, Duhamel urges that the 
Wyneco opposition raises nothing that 


detracts from the validity of its petition 
or any public interest matter which 
would be reason to deny rulemaking on 
its proposal. It contends that Wyneco's 
argument relative to the resultant loss 
of Hay Springs’ only local outlet and 
service if its proposal is adopted is mean¬ 
ingless since its petition made clear that 
it has no intention of abandoning Hay 
Springs if its reassignment proposal is 
adopted and it is authorized to relocate 
Station KDUH-TV’s main studio in 
Scottsbluff and specifically stated that 
it would continue to maintain a studio 
in Hay Springs and to originate pro¬ 
gramming from there. Duhamel states 
that, if there is a danger of a loss of local 
service at Hay Springs and to the sparsely 
settled areas to the north of Hay Springs 
and along Route 20, it will not result from 
granting the relief it seeks but from 
failure to do so since, in view of KDUH- 
TV’s financial losses and their dramatic 
increase due to its more expensive opera¬ 
tion from the present KDUH-TV site, it 
cannot continue to suffer these losses and 
remain on the air. 

24. Addressing itself to the question 
raised by Wyneco as to whether the es¬ 
tablishment of an auxiliary studio in 
Scottsbluff might be a satisfactory solu¬ 
tion to Station KDUH-TV’s problems 
without moving its main studio from Hay 
Springs, Duhamel states that its petition 
demonstrated the economic, personnel 
and programming “facts of life” which 
dictate that Station KDUH-TV’s main 
studio location be where the major popu¬ 
lation concentration and economic sup¬ 
port for the station is located; that it is 
important to keep in mind that, con¬ 
sidering the marginal economic base on 
which any station must operate in this 
western Nebraska area, it is not possible 
to maintain two equal studio facilities 
because of the prohibitive continuing 
operating expense; that a station must 
elect where to make its main commit¬ 
ment; and that it has concluded that its 
main commitment, hence its main studio 
location, must be in Scottsbluff where 
the major support for Station KDUH-TV 
is located, so that it would have access 
to more news, personalities of interest, 
and programming in general than it has 
from the very small town of Hay Springs 
and would be able to obtain and retain 
better qualified personnel, which has 
always been a problem at Hay Springs 
that detracts from an efficient operation. 
If the proposed reassignment is adopted 
and Station KDUH-TV is authorized to 
establish a main studio in Scottsbluff. 
Duhamel states that it would purchase 
new studio equipment for the Scottsbluff 
studio and retain the present Hay 
Springs studio as an auxiliary; that the 
sales, programming, and personnel effort 
at the Hay Springs studio would be in 
rough proportion to KDUH-TV’s overall 
“area wide” operation; that nothing of 
significance or interest to the Hay 
Springs area would be Intentionally 
omitted, and that while the ratio of 
Scottsbluff to Hay Springs originations 
might vary, depending on the news and 
programming available at any given time 
and its relative importance, regular pro¬ 


gramming on a dally basis would be in¬ 
cluded. Duhamel states that it believes 
it can do a very good job for Hay Springs 
with a less ambitious setup than is neces¬ 
sary for a main studio and that the relo¬ 
cation of the KDUH-TV main studio in 
Scottsbluff should eliminate the waste 
and inefficiency of attempting to do a 
major programming effort for the Scotts¬ 
bluff area from its present distant Hay 
Springs main studio location. 

25. As for Wyneco’s suggestion that 
the KDUH-TV main studio, if it is to be 
relocated at all, should be moved to Alli¬ 
ance instead of to Scottsbluff, Duhamel 
states that, based on its knowledge and 
experience in the area, a move to Alli¬ 
ance could not solve Station KDUH-TV’s 
economic, programming and service 
problems. For one thing, it points out. 
Alliance is over 60 road miles from the 
population center—Scottsbluff—and it 
contends that all of the sales and pro¬ 
gramming problems presently being ex¬ 
perienced at the Hay Springs mam 
studio would continue to exist with a 
main studio at Alliance; that the re¬ 
quired 120-mile round trip by car would 
still discourage personal appearances 
by newsworthy individuals travelling 
through the Scottsbluff airport; that 
Alliance is declining in population, while 
Scottsbluff is experiencing a growth in 
population, housing and public services, 
is the center for news and public affairs 
events, the trading hub of the area, and 
is in general a more attractive place for 
employees to reside and work in the area 
than smaller towns like Alliance and Hay 
Springs. Duhamel urges that the solu¬ 
tion to its problems is to increase the 
efficiency of its operation and that this 
cannot be done by forcing it to operate 
with its main studio and auxiliary 
studios in smaller towns, such as Alli¬ 
ance and Hay Springs, thus depriving it 
of the support and advantages promised 
by a main studio location in a town like 
Scottsbluff. 

26. With respect to the case of Tele¬ 
vision Corporation of Michigan v. F.C.C. 
cited by Wyneco for the view that the 
prospect of increasing the revenues of 
Station KDUH-TV should not be a con¬ 
trolling consideration. Duhamel argues 
that the case is distinguishable on a 
variety of grounds and has no relevance 
to Its proposal, pointing out. for example, 
that it involved a proposed transmitter 
move and a change in the service area of 
a station which its proposal does not; 
that the move it proposes Is not to in¬ 
crease its profits, as was the point of the 
language in the Michigan case quoted by 
Wyneco, but to stem Station KDUH- 
TV’s losses in the hope that it will en¬ 
able it to become a viable operation and 
remain on the air; and that, unlike the 
Michigan case, adoption of its proposal 
would cause no loss of service to any¬ 
one but would simply enable its station 
to relocate its main studio near the main 
population served and enable it to bet¬ 
ter comply with its service responsibility 
to Its service area. Duhamel also main¬ 
tains that, contrary to Wyneco's view, 
the Tucson-Nogales case Is a valid pre- 
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cedent for its proposal. It submits that 
it is not only extremely close on the facts 
but, more important, is directly on point 
as far as the fundamental rationale of 
the two situations is concerned. It points 
out that, notwithstanding that Tucson 
is larger than ScottsblufT-Gering and 
Nogales is larger than Hay Springs and, 
that the losses of the Nogales station 
exceeded those it claims for Station 
KDUH-TV. the losses it has suffered are 
likewise substantial and in fact threaten 
the economic survival of Station KDUH- 
TV and that it likewise sees as its only 
chance of survival. a closer identification 
wi*h the maior economic base in its area. 

27. With reference to Wvneco’s argu¬ 
ment concerning the insufficiency of its 
showing of its looses in oneration of Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV. Duh«mel maintains that 
the expense and income data furnished 
In its netition are reasonable on the facts 
presented and that the data it supplied 
are accurate and as complete as is ne^es- 
sarv to demonstrate that Station 
KDUH-TV is in a very difficult situa¬ 
tion. Duhamel feels that Wyneco, which 
it points out furnished no information 
to render its figures unreliable, is simnly 
using a han*assing techniques in call¬ 
ing for additional data, and submits that 
th*»re is no requirement that it declare 
publicly all the details concerning its 
entire operation which have been sun- 
plied to the Commission in annual fi¬ 
nancial reports. Duhamel states that 
Wyneco anpears to suggest that, since 
expenses for Station KDUH-TV soared 
after construction of its new 2.000 foot 
tower at Its new site, there perhaps was 
some improner “expensing" of items 
which should have been capitalized, but 
that this is obviouslv not so. since the 
losses which began in the fall of 1970 
continued to occur in 1971 and 1972 and 
will be equally apparent in 1973. If there 
had been an improper expensing. Du¬ 
hamel submits that it would have only 
occurred in the first year when the 
money was spent and would not have 
continued, as would be the case with 
legitimate expenses. Further, it states 
that it is only common sense that ex¬ 
penses must soar when a station changes 
from a small consolidated operation to 
a varilv expanded operation, as Station 
KDUH-TV did, involving use of a new 
site 42 air miles from its studio, with a 
2,000 foot tower operation, necessitating 
a studio-transmitter microwave link, 
additional travel, extra personnel, pur¬ 
chase of a color studio camera and film 
chain, three hops of microwave in oil, 
plus added insurance, an extra building, 
etc. It points out that, with an invest¬ 
ment of $630,000, the money just to cover 
additional interest is impressive since to 
amortize that amount at eight percent 
over ten years, amounts to $7,643.64 
monthly and $91,732.67 per year. Du¬ 
hamel also avers that the allocation of 
expenses between its Rapid City and Hay 
Springs stations has always been fair 
and accurate and, if anything, very 
favorable to Station KDUH-TV. since 
prior to 1971 no charges for depreciation 
on equipment or interest on its losses 


were charged to it and only in the last 
five years have any management fees 
been charged to the station and these 
have averaged but $6,800 a year Du¬ 
hamel also avers that its books are an¬ 
nually checked by an outside C.P.A. firm 
which has never found any inequitable 
allocation of costs between Station 
KDUH-TV and its Rapid City parent 
(KOTA-TV). 

Discussion 

28. Hyphenation is an assignment tool 
which we have sparingly used, generally 
only to assist in making new television 
channel assignments on a fair, efficient 
and equitable basis in areas where, for 
assignment purposes, it appears that the 
communities should be treated as one 
community (for such reasons, among 
others, as their proximity and common 
social, cultural, trade and economic in¬ 
terests), and also where it seemed best 
to postpone until the application and 
possible adiudicatory stage any unre¬ 
solved or close questions as to which of 
the communities warranted the assign¬ 
ment for use. Where, as in the subject 
case, and also, as in the Tucson-Nogales 
case cited by Duhamel as precedent for 
its proposal, the hyphenation proposal 
does not involve the usual case of a 
newly proposed channel assignment but 
involves the reassignment of an occupied 
channel for the purpose of moving an 
existing local outlet from a small com¬ 
munity to a larger community in its serv¬ 
ice area and communities which are not 
geographically close or sufficiently simi¬ 
lar in their interests to warrant a 
hyphenated assignment under usual 
criteria, we believe it merits careful 
scrutiny to determine whether there are 
any strong public interest reasons which, 
nevertheless, warrant its adoption. 

29. In the Tucson-Nogales case, which 
we do not view as definitive—for or 
against the ultimate adoption of Du- 
hamel's proposal—considering the fac¬ 
tual dissimilarities, hyphenation of the 
Nogales Channel 11 assignment with Tuc¬ 
son was ordered primarily because, in 
view of the economic realities confront¬ 
ing the Nogales Channel 11 station, it 
appeared the only reasonable means of 
insuring the station’s survival and con¬ 
tinuation of local Channel 11 service to 
Nogales and the area. Duhamel likewise 
urges as the paramount reason for 
adopting its proposal to reassign Chan¬ 
nel 4 from Hav Springs to Scottsbluff- 
Hay Springs that it is critical to the 
economic survival of Its Hay Springs 
Channel 4 station and consequent con¬ 
tinuation of Channel 4 service to this 
western Nebraska area. Since we view 
the survival of the existing Channel 4 
outlet and service in this area as vitally 
important and in public interest, it being 
one of but two local commercial televi¬ 
sion outlets in this area: since Duhamel’s 
threshold showing in its petition and 
reply comments is sufficient to raise a 
question of whether the proposed reas¬ 
signment is reasonably necessary for a 
Channel 4 station in this area to operate 
on a viable basis; and since we are satis¬ 


fied that the proposed reassignment 
would be technically feasible, we have 
decided that the public interest would 
be served bv considering the proposal 
further in the light of the record of 
facts and views that a rule making pro¬ 
ceeding. such as we are instituting herein, 
can. and we are hopeful, will provide. 

30. We are also persuaded by the 
Wyneco argument that the use of Chan¬ 
nel 4 for a first local outlet at Alliance 
rather than for a second local outlet at 
Scottsbluff might make for a more fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
television facilities in this area. There¬ 
fore, since Channel 4 would also be tech¬ 
nically feasible at Alliance, we wish to 
exnlore the alternatives of reassigning 
Channel 4 to AlMance-Hay Springs or to 
Scottsbluff-Allianre-Hay Springs rather 
than to Scottsbluff-Hav Springs. While 
Scottsbluff is somewhat larger than Al¬ 
liance, and is. as has been pointed out 
by Duhamel. the population and eco¬ 
nomic hub of this Nebraska panhandle 
area, it is still a relatively small com¬ 
munity to which we would not normally 
assign even one television channel in the 
absence of demand and evidence of an 
interest in using it if assigned. With one 
occupied channel now assigned to Scotts¬ 
bluff. and in use for a satellite operation 
which has not yet developed into a full¬ 
time local ouM°t, we think both the need 
of Scottsbluff for a second VHF assign¬ 
ment, and its need for such an assign¬ 
ment over Alliance for a first, are public 
interest concerns which must be care¬ 
fully weighed in considering a move of 
the Hav Springs Channel 4 assignment. 

31. While we have decided to consider 
the Duhnmel reassignment proposal in 
rule making, we think it appropriate to 
say that, on the basis of its showing thus 
far concemipg the economic situation of 
Station KDUH-TV since expanding its 
facilities end moving to its present site 
in late 1970, we are unable to assess 
whether the substantial losses claimed 
since then are, in fact, a valid basis for 
concluding that Station KDUH-TV is 
unable to operate on a viable basis as a 
Hay Springs station. We agree with 
Wyneco that in order to evaluate Station 
KDUH-TV’s economic position, Duhamel 
should furnish supporting data for the 
broadcast revenues, expenses and losses 
it claims Station KDUH-TV has had in 
1971 and 1972. It should also provide 
such information for 1973, as well. In¬ 
formation as to the allocation of reve¬ 
nues and expenses between Station 
KDUH-TV and its parent Rapid City 
station (KOTA-TV) should also be sup¬ 
plied for those years. Such information 
is needed, for example. In resolving the 
question we have as to whv the audience 
attributed to Station KDUH-TV in 1971 
and 1972 by the Arbitron Telecasting 
Day Part Audience Summary constitutes 
a much higher sh°re of the total audi¬ 
ence attributed to Station KOTA-TV 
(including its satellite. Station KHSD- 
TV. Channel 11. Lead. South Dakota) 
and Station KDUH-TV than the re¬ 
ported share of the total network and 
national spot revenues of the three sta- 


No. 106—Pt. I- 


FEDERAt REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 






19236 


PROPOSED RULES 


tions allocated to Station KDUH-TV in 
those years. 

32. While Duhamel is not, of course, 
as it states “required’* to supply support¬ 
ing data to substantiate its claims that 
Station KDUH-TV’s operating losses 
since moving to its present site have 
been so substantial as to threaten its 
survival, we trust that it will neverthe¬ 
less do so because the economic situation 
of Station KDUH-TV since moving to its 
present site is of decisional significance 
in reaching a determination as to wether 
the reassignment of the Hay Springs 
Channel 4 assignment is essential to the 
survival of a Channel 4 outlet and serv¬ 
ice in this area. And, short of such a de¬ 
termination, it would not appear that 
any of the other claimed benefits result¬ 
ing from the proposed reassignment in 
the way of improving opportunities for 
a more profitable, efficient, and effective 
Channel 4 operation would in themselves 
outweigh the public interest importance 
of retaining Channel 4 as a local outlet 
for Hay Springs, particularly since it 
is the only local television outlet in the 
Northwestern panandle section of Ne¬ 
braska and the only one accessible to 
a number of Nebraska and South Dakota 
communities in this general area. While 
Duhamel proposes to maintain an auxil¬ 
iary studio at Hay Springs should the 
proposed reassignment be made and Sta¬ 
tion KDUH-TV be relicensed as a 
Scottsbluff station with its main studio 
relocated there, and we here propose and 
think that an auxiliary studio at Hay 
Springs should be a condition to any re¬ 
assignment and move of the Hay Springs 
Channel 4 assignment and station to an¬ 
other community found to be warranted, 
as Duhamel acknowledges, in that event, 
its main commitment would be to 
Scottsbluff. 

33. In view of the foregoing, and pur¬ 
suant to authority found in section 4<i), 
303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, and 
§ 0.281(b)(6) of the Commission’s rules, 
it is proposed to amend the Television 
Table of Assignments, § 73.606(b) of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations, so 
that it reads as follows for the named 
communities: 


city 


Channel No. 


Present Proposed 


Alliance, Nebr. • 13- 

Hay Springs. Nebr.- 4+ 

8cottAbhiff,'Nebr...'. 10— 


Scottsblufl-Hay Springs, Nebr.. 

Alliance-Hay Springs. Nebr... 

Or 

Scottsbluff*AUlanec-nay Springs, 

Nebr. 


•13- 

~io- 

4+ 

4+ 

44- 


34. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.415 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, interested parties 
may file comments on or before July 15, 
1974, and reply comments on or before 
August 5, 1974. All submissions by par¬ 
ties to this proceeding or persons acting 


on behalf of such parties must be made 
in written comments, reply comments, or 
other appropriate pleadings. 

35. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all comments, reply comments, plead¬ 
ings, briefs or other documents shall be 
furnished by the Commission. These will 
be available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Reference Room at its 
Headquarters. 1919 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Adopted: May 23, 1974. 

Released: May 24, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief , Broadcast Bureau. 

[FR Doc.74-12533 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 amj 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
BOARD 

[ 12 CFR Part 545 ] 

(No. 74-4801 

FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN SYSTEM 

Electronic Funds Transfer Through Remote 

Service Units; Extension of Comment 

Period 

May 29. 1974. 

By resolution No. 74-390, dated May 
6, 1974, the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board proposed to amend Part 545 of the 
rules and regulations for the Federal 
Savings and Loan System (12 CFR Part 
545) in order to extend and expand the 
Board’s “pilot projec t” fu nds transfer 
system regulation (12 CFR 545.4-2) and 
to delete those provisions of § 545.14-5 
of said Part 545 (12 CFR 545.14-5) which 
refer to “fully automated satellite office” 
so that authority for such facilities will 
be included solely within § 545.4-2. No¬ 
tice of such proposed rulemaking was 
duly published in the Federal Register 
on May 9, 1974 (39 FR 16484), with an 
invitation for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit written comments by May 24, 1974. 

The Board has received requests to 
extend the comment period on this pro¬ 
posal in order to provide an additional 
period of time to study this matter be¬ 
fore the submission of comments. In view 
of the complexity and the importance 
of the proposal, the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board hereby invites interested 
persons to submit written data, views, 
and arguments concerning said Resolu¬ 
tion No. 74-390 by June 17, 1974. 

(See. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.8.C. 
1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981, 3 
CFR, 1943-48 Comp., p. 1071) 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

Greenville L. Millard, Jr., 

Assistant Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12649 Filed 5-30-74; 8: 45 amj 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[ 18 CFR Parts 3, 260 ] 

[Docket No. RM74-16J 

NATURAL GAS COMPANIES; ANNUAL RE¬ 
PORT OF PROVED DOMESTIC GAS RE* 

SERVES; FPC FORM NO. 40 

Notice of Extension of Time 

May 20,1974. 

On May 13, 1974, Exxon Corporation 
filed a motion for conference and for 
an extension of time to file comments 
to the notice of proposed rulemaking is¬ 
sued April 15, 1974 (39 FR 14233). con¬ 
cerning Natural Gas Companies An¬ 
nual Report of Proved Domestic Gas 
Reserves FPC Form No. 40. By telegram 
received May 15, 1974, Phillips Petro¬ 
leum Company supported the motion of 
Exxon. 

Upon consideration notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
including July 1, 1974, within which 
views, data, comments, or suggestions, 
in writing, concerning the proposed 
regulation and form may be filed. 

Action on the request for a confer¬ 
ence is deferred for a staff determina¬ 
tion after the comments are filed. 

Mary B. Kidd, 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12331 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

[ 29 CFR Part 1928 ] 

[S-74—2] 

AGRICULTURAL TRACTORS 

Roll-Over Protective Structures; Proposed 
Safety and Health Standards; Transfer 
of Hearing Location 

On May 16. 1974, pursuant to section 
6(b)(3) of the Williams-Steiger Occu¬ 
pational Safety and Health Act of 1970 
(29 U.S.C. 655) and 29 CFR Part 1911. 
a notice was published In the Federal 
Register (39 FR 17448) scheduling four 
informal hearings to be held in various 
locations on June 11, 13, 18, and 20. 1974. 
The purpose of these hearings was to 
hear oral comments from interested 
parties concerning certain objections to 
the proposed rule on roll-over protective 
structures (ROPS) for agricultural trac¬ 
tors. which was published in the Federal 
Register on February 4, 1974 139 FR 
4536). The notice also gave instructions 
to interested persons for filing a written 
notice of intent to appear at any one of 
the hearings. 

It has recently come to our attention 
that the State of Washington is currently 
developing its own occupational safety 
and health standard concerning ROPS 
under authority of their approved State 
plan. Accordingly, to avoid unnecessary 
confusion, and to avoid possible conflict 
with State of Washington activities con- 
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ceming development of a ROPS stand¬ 
ard, I have directed that the hearing 
previously scheduled on June 11. 1974. 
at the Chinook Motel and Tower, South 
4th Street and East Yakima Avenue, 
Yakima. Washington be cancelled, and 
that a hearing in Boise, Idaho, on 
June 25, 1974, be scheduled to replace it. 

Persons who have previously filed 
written notices of intent to appear in 
Yakima, Washington, in accordance with 
the instructions given in the May 16, 
1974 Federal Register notice, may ap¬ 
pear at the Boise, Idaho hearing without 
refiling. Persons wishing to appear at 
the Boise hearing, who had not pre¬ 


viously filed to appear in Yakima, may 
do so by filing a written notice of inten¬ 
tion to appear, no later than June 18, 
1974, in accordance with the appropriate 
instructions given in the May 16, 1974 
Federal Register notice. 

The hearing in Boise, Idaho on 
June 25, 1974, will be held In the Teton- 
Bitter Root room of the Downtowner 
Motel which is located at 1901 Main 
Street. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 29th 
day of May. 1974. 

John Stender, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor . 

[FR Doc.74-12681 Filed 5-30-74;9:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 
SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD 
Notice of Meetings 

May 29,1974. 

The Air Force Systems Command 
Aeronautical Systems Division Advisory 
Group will hold an open meeting on 
June 4 and 5, 1974, from 8:30 a.m. until 
5 p.m. each day, at Wright-Patterson Air 
Force Base. Ohio. The meeting on June 4 
will be held in Building 15, Room 235, 
and on June 5 in Building 14, Room 
203. 

The agenda of the meeting will be a 
review of dynamometer and on-aircraft 
qualification testing of aircraft tires. 

The Air Force Systems Command 
Aeronautical Systems Division Advisory 
Group will hold a closed meeting on 
June 6 and 7, 1974, from 8:30 a.m. until 
5 p.m. each day, at Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base, Ohio. 

The agenda of the meeting will be a 
review of classified selected portions of 
the Area Coordinating Paper Study on 
High Energy Lasers. 

The Air Force Systems Command 
Aeronautical Systems Division Advisory 
Group will hold a closed meeting on 
June 7 and 8, 1974 from 8:30 a.m. until 
5 p.m. each day, at Lockheed-Georgia 
Company, Marietta. Georgia. 

The agenda of the meeting will be a 
review of recent developments of pro¬ 
posed C-5 modification program involv¬ 
ing competition sensitive information for 
future procurement of possible modifica¬ 
tions to the C-5A aircraft. 

Late filing of the above notices is a 
result of the final decision to hold these 
meetings being made late and the dates 
of the meetings being dependent upon 
the availability of key personnel on the 
Advisory Groups. 

For further information on these 
meetings, contact the Scientific Advisory 
Board Secretariat at 202-697-4648. 

Walter G. Fenerty, 
Acting Chief . Legislative Divi¬ 
sion, Office of the Judge Ad¬ 
vocate General. 

[FR Doc.74-12613 Piled 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Defense Communications Agency 
DCA SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY GROUP 
Notice of Closed Meeting 

May 29, 1974. 

The DCA Scientific Advisory Group 
will hold a closed meeting on June 3, 
1974 in the Defense Communications 


Agency, Director’s Conference Room at 
Headquarters, Defense Communications 
Agency, 8th Street and S. Courthouse 
Road, Arlington, \ Tginia. 

The agenda items will be AUTODIN H, 
Secure Voice, DCS Transition Planning, 
Military Satellite Communications Sys¬ 
tems, NMCS System Engineering, 
MEECN, and DCA RDT&E. 

Any person desiring information about 
the advisory group may telephone (area 
code 202-692-1765) or write Chief Sci¬ 
entist—Associate Director, Technology, 
Headquarters, Defense Communications 
Agency, 8th Street and S. Courthouse 
Road. Arlington, Virginia. 

This meeting is closed because the ma¬ 
terial to be discussed is classified requir¬ 
ing protection in the interest of National 
Defense. 

J. E. Timmins, Jr., 

Comptroller. 

(PR Doc.74-12620 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
VILLAGE OF AYAKULIK, ALASKA 

Final Decision Concerning Eligibility as a 
Native Village 

This is a written decision on protests 
filed pursuant to 43 CFR, Part 2650 by 
Koniag, Inc., a Native regional corpora¬ 
tion and by Ayakulik, Inc., a village in¬ 
corporated under the laws of Alaska, by 
and through their counsel. Edward Wein¬ 
berg of the law firm of Wyman, Bautzer, 
Rothman and Kuchel at Suite 1000, 600 
New Hampshire Avenue, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20037, hereinafter referred to 
as protestants. The protest of Koniag, 
Inc., was dated January 10, 1974 and 
received January 14,1974 by the Director, 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. The protest of Ayakulik, Inc., 
which joined with the protest of Koniag. 
Inc., was dated January 11. 1974 and was 
received January 15, 1974 by the Di¬ 
rector, Juneau Area Office, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. 

The protestants object to the Native 
Village of Ayakulik being determined to 
be ineligible because protestants state 
that the Native Village of Ayakulik does 
meet the requirements of 43 CFR 2651.2 
(b) as follows: “There were timely filed 
with the Enrollment Co-ordinator, ap¬ 
plications for changes in enrollment by 
qualified Alaska Natives in sufficient 
numbers to establish the enrollment of 
at least twenty-five eligible Alaska Na¬ 
tives each of such villages.” 

The Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688- 
716), and 43 CFR, Part 2650 provides for 


the settlement of certain land claims of 
Alaska Natives and for other purposes. 
Section 11(b) (3) of the Act is quoted as 
follows: 

Native villages not listed In subsection 
(b)(1) hereof shall be eligible for land and 
benefits under this Act and lands shall be 
withdrawn pursuant to this section If the 
Secretary within two and one-half years from 
the date of enactment of this Act, deter¬ 
mines that— 

(A) Twenty-five or more Natives were resi¬ 
dents of an established village on the 1970 
Census enumeration date as shown by the 
census or other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary, who shall make findings of fact 
in each instance; and 

(B) The village is not of a modern and 
urban character, and a majority of the resi¬ 
dents are Natives. 

Part 43h of Title 25 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations provides for the en¬ 
rollment of the Natives. A main source 
of “other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Interior” is the official 
enrollment which not only contains evi¬ 
dence of race but of residence (on the 
1970 Census date) as well. 

Subpart 2651.2 of Title 43 CFR con¬ 
tains the authority for the Director, 
Juneau Area Office. Bureau of Indian Af¬ 
fairs, to act for the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior in the determination of the eligi¬ 
bility of Natives for land benefits under 
the Act. 

As of May 11, 1974.27 Natives had been 
certified for enrollment in the Native 
Village of Ayakulik. A field inspection 
report dated August 29, 1973 of Ayakulik 
shows that at least 13 Natives who used 
the village for a period of time in 1970 
had timely filed with the Enrollment Co¬ 
ordinator applications for changes in en¬ 
rollment to the Native Village of Ayaku¬ 
lik. 

The 25 or more Natives who have now 
been approved for enrollment to Ayakulik 
as is shown on a listing dated May 11. 
1974 from Alaska Native Enrollment 
Office in Anchorage, Alaska, represent a 
majority of the residents of the village 
in 1970. It had on April 1,1970, an identi¬ 
fiable physical location evidenced by oc¬ 
cupancy consistent with the Natives’ own 
cultural patterns and life style and at 
least thirteen Natives enrolled thereto 
used the village during 1970 as a place 
where they actually lived for a period 
of time. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office. Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affaire, has examined and 
evaluated the protests together with his 
record of findings of fact and decision, 
and does hereby reverse the decision 
made on February 12,1974 and published 
on page 6740 in the Federal Register on 
February 22, 1974 determining that the 
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Native Village of Ayakulik is ineligible 
for land benefits under said Act. 

On May 16, 1974, the Secretary of the 
Interior sent a telegram to the Director. 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, which is quoted in part as fol¬ 
lows: 

You are hereby authorized to reconsider 
your previous determinations of Ineligibility 
of certain Kodiak Island unlisted villages in 
those cases in which subsequent informa¬ 
tion indicates that they may be eligible for 
Settlement Act benefits. To the extent neces¬ 
sary for such reconsideration, the determina¬ 
tion date of pecember 19, 1973, set by Regu¬ 
lation in 43 CFR 2651.2(a)(8) is hereby 
waived. New determinations of eligibility 
shall foUow the procedures set forth in the 
regulations except that your determinations 
shall not be subject to protest and shall 
become final unless appealed to the Ad Hoc 
Board within fifteen days after the Federal 
Register publication. Any provisions of 43 
CFR Subpart 2651 in conflict herewith are 
hereby waived. This action is taken pursuant 
to 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Your action on these reconsiderations 
should be taken not later than May 22, 1974. 
All parties entitted to notice of your deter¬ 
mination must be sent copies thereof and 
their attention specifically called to waiver 
of protests and reduced time for appeals. 

This telegram 3s referring to the Native 
Village of Ayakulik and certain other 
Native villages in the Kodiak Island 
Area. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, therefore hereby 
determines the Native Village of Ayaku¬ 
lik to now be eligible for land benefits 
under the Alaska Native Claims Settle¬ 
ment Act. 

The decision of the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
shall be published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Such decision shall become final 
unless appealed to the Secretary of the 
Interior by a noticed filed with the Ad 
Hoc Board as established in Subpart 
2651.2(a) (5) of Title 43 CFR within fif¬ 
teen days after its publication in the 
Federal Register. Any provisions of 43 
CFR 2651 in conflict herewith have been 
waived by the telegram of the Secretary 
of the Interior quoted herein and the 
Secretary’s authority to waive these reg¬ 
ulations is contained in 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Appellants shall have not more than 
15 days from the date of receipt of their 
notice of appeal within which to file an 
appeal brief, and the opposing parties 
shall have not more than 15 days from 
the date of receipt of the appellant’s 
brief within which to file an answering 
brief. No more than 15 days shall be 
allowed for the filing of additional briefs 
in connection with such appeals. All 
hearings held in connection with such 
appeals shall be conducted in the State 
of Alaska. The decision of the Ad Hoc 
Board shall be submitted to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior for his personal ap¬ 
proval. 

The Ad Hoc Board is now known as 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal Board 


NOTICES 

and its address is P.O, Box 2433, An¬ 
chorage, Alaska 99510. 

Clarence Antioouia, 

Acting Director. 

May 21, 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-12479 Filed 5-30-74,8:45 am) 


VILLAGE OF LITNIK, ALASKA 

Final Decision Concerning Eligibility As A 
Native Village 

This is a written decision on protests 
filed pursuant to 43 CFR, Part 2650 by 
Koniag, Inc., a Native regional corpora¬ 
tion and by Litnik, Inc., a village incorpo¬ 
rated under the laws of Alaska, by and 
through their counsel. Edward Weinberg 
of the law firm of Wyman, Bautzer, 
Rothman and Kuchel at Suite 1000, 600 
New Hampshire Avenue, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20037, hereinafter referred to as 
protestants. The protest of Koniag. Inc., 
was dated January 10, 1974 and received 
January 14,1974 by the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs. The 
protest of Litnik, Inc., which joined with 
the protest of Koniag, Inc., was dated 
January 11, 1974 and was received Jan¬ 
uary 15, 1974 by the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

The protestants object to the Native 
Village of Litnik being determined to be 
ineligible because protestants state that 
the Native Village of Litnik does meet the 
requirements of 43 CFR 2651.2(b) as fol¬ 
low's: “There were timely filed with the 
Enrollment Co-ordinator, applications 
for changes in enrollment by qualified 
Alaska Natives in sufficient numbers to 
establish the enrollment of at least 
twenty-five eligible Alaska Natives each 
of such villages.” 

The Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688- 
716), and 43 CFR, Part 2650 provides for 
the settlement of certain land claims of 
Alaska Natives and for other purposes. 
Section 11(b) (3) of the Act is quoted as 
follows: 

Native villages not listed in subsection 
(b) (1) hereof shall be eligible for land and 
benefits under this Act and lands shall be 
withdrawn pursuant to this section If the 
Secretary within two and one-half years 
from the date of enactment of this Act, deter¬ 
mines that— 

(A) Twenty-five or more Natives were resi¬ 
dents of an established village on the 1970 
Census enumeration date as shown by the 
census or other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary, who shall make findings of fact In 
each instance; and 

(B) The village Is not of a modern and 
urban character, and a majority of the resi¬ 
dents are Natives. 

Part 43h of Title 25 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations provides for the en¬ 
rollment of the Natives. A main source of 
“other evidence satisfactory to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior” is the official en¬ 
rollment which not only contains evi¬ 
dence of race but of residence (on the 
1970 Census date) as well. 
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Subpart 2651.2 of Title 43 CFR con¬ 
tains the authority for the Director, 
Juneau Area Office. Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, to act for the Secretary of the 
Interior in the determination of the eli¬ 
gibility of Natives for land benefits under 
the Act. 

As of May 11,1974, 34 Natives had been 
certified for enrollment in the Native 
Village of Litnik. A field investigation re¬ 
port of Litnik dated August 30, 1973 
shows that at least 13 Natives who used 
the village for a period of time in 1970 
had timely filed with the Enrollment Co¬ 
ordinator, applications for changes in 
enrollment to the Native Village of 
Litnik. 

The 25 or more Natives who have now 
been approved for enrollment to Litnik 
as is shown on a listing dated May 11. 
1974, from Alaska Native Enrollment 
Office in Anchorage. Alaska, represent a 
malority of the residents of the village in 
1970. It had on April 1. 1970, an iden¬ 
tifiable physical location evidenced by 
occupancy consistent with the Natives’ 
own cultural patterns and life style and 
at least thirteen Natives enrolled thereto 
used the village during 1970 as a place 
where they actually lived for a period of 
time. 

The Director. Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, has examined and 
evaluated the protests together with his 
record of findings of fact and decision, 
and does hereby reverse the decision 
made on February 12.1974 and published 
on page 6740 in the Federal Register on 
February 22, 1974 determining that the 
Native Village of Litnik is ineligible for 
land benefits under said Act. 

On May 16, 1974, the Secretary of the 
Interior sent a telegram to the Director, 
Juneau Area Office. Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, which is quoted in part as 
follows: 

You are hereby authorized to reconsider 
your previous determinations of Ineligibility 
of certain Kodiak Island unlisted villages in 
those cases in which subsequent informa¬ 
tion indicates that they may be eligible for 
Settlement Act benefits. To the extent neces¬ 
sary for such reconsideration, the deter¬ 
mination date of December 19. 1973, set by 
Regulation in 43 CFR 2651.2(a) (8) is hereby 
waived. New determinations of eliglbity shall 
follow the procedures set forth in the regu¬ 
lations except that your determinations shall 
not be subject to protest and shall become 
final unless appealed to the Ad Hoc Board 
within fifteen days after Federal Register 
publication. Any provisions of 43 CFR Sub¬ 
part 2651 in conflict herewith are hereby 
waived. This action is taken pursuant to 
43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Your action on these reconsiderations 
should be taken not later than May 22, 1974. 
All parties entitled to notice of your deter¬ 
mination must be sent copies thereof and 
their attention specifically called to waiver 
of protests and reduced time for appeals. 

This telegram is referring to the Native 
Village of Litnik and certain other Na¬ 
tive villages in the Kodiak Island Area. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, therefore hereby 
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determines the Native Village of Litnik 
to now be eligible for land benefits under 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act. s 

The decision of the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
shall be published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Such decision shall become final un¬ 
less appealed to the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior by a notice filed with the Ad Hoc 
Board as established in Subpart 2651.2 
(a) (5) of Title 43 CFR within fifteen 
days after its publication in th e Fe deral 
Register. Any provisions of 43 CFR 2651 
in conflict herewith have been waived 
by the telegram of the Secretary of the 
Interior quoted herein and the Secre¬ 
tary’s authority to waive, thes e regula¬ 
tions is contained in 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Appellants shall have not more than 
15 days from the date of receipt of their 
notice of appeal within which to file an 
appeal brief, and the opposing parties 
shall have not more than 15 days from 
the date of receipt of the appellant’s 
brief within which to file an answering 
brief. No more than 15 days shall be 
allowed for the filing of additional briefs 
in connection with such appeals. All 
hearings held in connection with such 
appeals shall be conducted in the State 
of Alaska. The decision of the Ad Hoc 
Board shall be submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior for his personal approval. 

The Ad Hoc Board is now known as 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal Board 
and its address is P.O. Box 2433, An¬ 
chorage, Alaska 99510. 

Clarence Antioquia. 

Acting Director . 

May 21.1974. 

fPR Doc.74-12482 Piled 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


VILLAGE OF PAIMIUT, ALASKA 
Eligibility of Unlisted Native Village 

This final decision Is published in ex¬ 
ercise of authority delegated by the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior to the Director, 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
• Affairs by Subpart 2651.2(a) (6), (8), (9) 
and (10) of Subchapter B of Chapter n 
of Title 43 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations published on Page 14223 of the 
May 30, 1973, issue of the Federal 
Register. 

On May 16, 1974, the Secretary of the 
Interior sent a telegram to the Director, 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, which is quoted in part as fol¬ 
lows: “• • •, if the only deficiency In 
application of Paimiut for determination 
of eligibility as a NaUve Village is its 
failure to file by September 1, 1973, the 
provisions of 43 CFR Subpart 2651 are 
hereby waived to the extent necessary 
to permit determination at this time. 
This waiver extends to finality of deter¬ 
mination, dispensation of protests, 
fifteen-day appeal period, prompt action 
and notice, as set forth in accompanying 
telegram re Kodiak villages. This action 
is taken pursuant to 43 CFR 2650.0-8.” 

Also on May 16, 1974, the Secretary of 
the Interior sent a telegram to the Di¬ 
rector, Juneau Area Office, Bureau of 


Indian Affairs, regarding certain Kodiak 
Island villages which is quoted in part as 
follows: 

• • •, the determination date of December 
19. 1973. set by Regulation in 43 CFR 2651.2 

(a) (8) is hereby waived. New determinations 
of eligibility shall follow the procedures set 
forth in the regulations except that your de¬ 
terminations shall not be subject to protest 
and shall become final unless appealed to 
the Ad Hoc Board within fifteen days after 
Federal Register publication. Any provisions 
of 43 CFR Subpart 2651 In conflict herewith 
are hereby waived. This action is taken pur¬ 
suant to 43 CFR 2650.0-8. • • •. 

The Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (Pub. L. 
92-203, 92nd Congress. 85 Stat. 688-716), 
provides for the settlement of certain 
land claims of Alaska Natives and for 
other purposes. Section 11(b)(3) of the 
Act is quoted in part as follows: 

Native Villages not listed in subsection 

(b) (1) hereof shaU be eligible for land and 
benefits under this Act and lands shall be 
withdrawn pursuant to this section If the 
Secretary within two and one-half years 
from the date of enactment of this Act, de¬ 
termines that— 

(A) Twenty-five or more Natives were 
residents of an established village on the 1970 
Census enumeration date as shown by the 
census or other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary, who shall make findings of fact In 
each Instance: and 

(B) the village is not of a modern and 
urban character, and a majority of the resi¬ 
dents are Natives. 

The 1970 Census is not, therefore, the 
exclusive source of information for the 
determi natio n of residency. Part 43h of 
Title 25 CFR provides for the enrollment 
of the Natives. A main source of “other 
evidence satisfactory to the Secretary of 
the Interior” is the official enrollment 
which not only contains evidence of race 
but of residence (on the 1970 Census 
date) as well. 

Subpart 2651.2(b) of Title 43 CFR Is 
quoted in part as follows: 

Except as provided In subparagraph (4) 
hereof, villages must meet each of the follow¬ 
ing criteria to be eligible for benefits under 
sections 14 (a) and (b) of the Act: 

(1) There must be 25 or more Native resi¬ 
dents of the village on April 1. 1970, as shown 
by the census of other evidence satisfactory 
to the Secretary. A Native properly enrolled 
to the village shall be deemed a resident of 
the village. 

(2) The village shall have had on April 1, 
1970, an identifiable physical location evi¬ 
denced by occupancy consistent with the 
Natives' own cultural patterns and life style 
and at least thirteen persons who enrolled 
thereto must have used the village during 
1970 as a place where they actually lived for 
a period of time: Provided, That no village 
which Is known as a traditional village shall 
be disqualified If It meets the other criteria 
specified In this subsection by reason of hav¬ 
ing been temporarily unoccupied in 1970 
because of an Act of God or government au¬ 
thority occurring within the preceding ten 
years. 

Subpart 2651.2(b) (3) of Title 43 CFR 
requires that an unlisted village such as 
Paimiut must not be modem and urban 
in character. 

Subpart 2651.2(b) (4) of Title 43 CFR 
requires that a majority of the residents 
as defined by “other evidence satisfac¬ 


tory to the Secretary of the Interior” 
which is the official approved enrollment, 
bo Natives. 

Subpart 2651.2 of Title 43 CFR con¬ 
tains the authority for the Director. 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, to act for the Secretary of the 
Interior in the determination of the eli¬ 
gibility of Natives for land benefits under 
the Act. 

As of March 21, 1974, 24 Natives had 
been approved for enrollment in the 
Native Village of Paimiut and Olin 
Astrom Napoleon, a Native, who was not 
enrolled but was a resident of the Native 
Village of Paimiut in 1970, making a total 
of 25 Natives enrolled or unenrolled. The 
Native Village of Paimiut was not listed 
in the 1970 Census and there is no pub¬ 
lished record showing the census at that 
time. 

On December 18. 1973, a field investi¬ 
gation was completed on Paimiut and at 
that time, 14 Natives were enrolled to 
this village for a period of time. The 
field examination of the Native Village 
of Paimiut and the approved enrollment 
shows as follows: 

1. That the Native Village of Paimiut had 
25 or more Native residents on April 1, 1970. 

2. That the Native Village of Paimiut had 
13 or more resident Natives who used the 
village during 1970 as a place where they 
actually lived for a period of time. 

3. That the Native Village of Paimiut had 
on April 1, 1970, an identifiable physical lo¬ 
cation evidenced by occupancy consistent 
with the Natives* own cultural patterns and 
life style. 

4. That the Native Village of Paimiut was 

not modern and urban In character as of 
April 1, 1970. * 

5. That the Native Village of Paimiut had 
a population that consisted of a majority of 
Natives on April 1, 1970. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, therefore hereby 
determines the Native Village of Paimiut 
to be elegible for land benefits under the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act. 

The Decision of the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
shall be published In the Federal 
Register. Such decision shall become 
final unless appealed to the Secretary 
of the Interior by a notice filed with the 
Ad Hoc Board as established in Subpart 
2651.2(a)(5) of Title 43 CFR within 
fifteen days after its publication in the 
Federal Register. Any provisions of 43 
CFR 2651 in conflict herewith have been 
waived by the telegrams of the Secretary 
of the Interior quoted herein and the 
Secretary’s authority to waive these regu¬ 
lations is contained in 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Appellants shall have not more than 
15 days from the date of receipt of their 
notice of appeal within which to file an 
appeal brief, and the opposing parties 
shall have not more than 15 days from 
the date of receipt of the appellant’s 
brief within which to file an answering 
brief. No more than 15 days shall be al¬ 
lowed for the filing of additional briefs 
in connection with such appeals shall be 
conducted In the State of Alaska. The 
decision of the Ad Hoc Board shall be 
submitted to the Secretary of the Interior 
for his personal approval. 
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The Ad Hoc Board is now known as 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal Board 
and its address is Post Office Box 2433, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99510. 

Clarence Antioquia, 

Acting Director. 

May 21,1974. 

(FR Doc.74—12483 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


VILLAGE OF PORT WILLIAM, ALASKA 

Final Decision Concerning Eligibility As A 
Native Village 

This is a 'written decision on protests 
filed pursuant to 43 CFR, Part 2650 by 
Koniag, Inc., a Native regional corpora¬ 
tion and by Port William, Inc., a village 
incorporated under the laws of Alaska, 
by and through their counsel, Edward 
Weinberg of the law firm of Wyman, 
Bautzer, Rothman and Kuchel at Suite 
1000, 600 New Hampshire Avenue NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20037, hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to as protestants. The protest of 
Koniag, Inc., was dated January 10, 1974 
and received January 14, 1974 by the 
Director, Juneau Area Office, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs. The protest of Port Wil¬ 
liam. Inc., which joined with the protest 
of Koniag, Inc., was dated January 11, 
1974 and was received January 15. 1974 
by the Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

The protestants object to the Native 
Village of Port William being determined 
to be ineligible because protestants state 
that the Native Village of Port William 
does meet the requirements of 43 CFR 
2651.2(b) as follows: "There were timely 
filed with the Enrollment Co-ordinator, 
applications for changes in enrollment by 
qualified Alaska Natives in sufficient 
numbers to establish the enrollment of 
at least twenty-five eligible Alaska Na¬ 
tives each of such villages." 

The Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of Dece mber 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688- 
716), and 43 CFR, Part 2650 provides for 
the settlement of certain land claims of 
Alaska Natives and for other purposes. 
Section 11(b) (3) of the Act is quoted as 
follows: 

Native villages not listed in subsection (b) 
(1) hereof shall be eligible for land and 
benefits under this Act and lands shall be 
withdrawn pursuant to this section if the 
Secretary within two and one-half years from 
the date of enactment of this Act, determines 
that— 

(A) Twenty-five or more Natives were resi¬ 
dents of an established village on the 1970 
Census enumeration date as shown by the 
census or other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary, who shall make findings of fact in 
each Instance; and 

(B) The village Is not of a modern and 
urban character, and a majority of the resi¬ 
dents are Natives. 

Part 43h of Title 25 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations provides for the enroll¬ 
ment of the Natives. A main source of 
“other evidence satisfactory to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior" is the official en¬ 
rollment which not only contains evi¬ 
dence of race but of residence (on the 
1970 Census date) as well. 

Subpart 2651.2 of Title 43 CFR con¬ 
tains the authority for the Director, 


Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, to act for the Secretary of the 
Interior in the determination of the eli¬ 
gibility of Natives for land benefits under 
the Act. 

As of May 11, 1974, 42 Natives had 
been certified for enrollment in the Na¬ 
tive Village of Port William. A field in¬ 
spection report dated August 16, 1973 of 
Port William, shows at least 13 Natives 
who used the village for a period of time 
in 1970 had timely filed, with the Enroll¬ 
ment Co-ordinator, applications for 
changes in enrollment to the Native Vil¬ 
lage of Port William. 

The 25 or more Natives who have now 
been approved for enrollment to Port 
William as is shown on a listing dated 
May 11, 1974 from tile Alaska Native 
Enrollment Office in Anchorage, Alaska 
represent a majority of the residents of 
the village in 1970. It had on April 1, 
1970, an identifiable physical location 
evidenced by occupancy consistent with 
the Natives’ own cultural patterns and 
life style and at least thirteen Natives 
enrolled thereto used the village during 
1970 as a place where they actually lived 
for a period of time. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, has examined 
and evaluated the protests together with 
his record of findings of fact and deci¬ 
sion, and does hereby reverse the deci¬ 
sion made on February 12, 1974 and 
published on page 6740 in the Federal 
Register on February 22, 1974 determin¬ 
ing that the Native Village of Port Wil¬ 
liam is ineligible for land benefits under 
said Act. 

On May 16, 1974, the Secretary of the 
Interior sent a telegram to the Director, 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, which is quoted in part as 
follows: 

You are hereby authorized to reconsider 
your previoxis determinations of ineligibility 
of certain Kodiak Island unlisted vilages in 
those cases in which subsequent information 
Indicates that they may be eligible for Set¬ 
tlement Act benefits. To the extent necessary 
for such reconsideration, the determination 
date of December 19, 1973, set by Regulation 
in 43 CFR 2651.2(a)(8) is hereby waived. 
New determinations of eligibility shall follow 
the procedures set forth in the regulations 
except that your determinations shall not be 
subject to protest and shall become final 
unless appealed to the Ad Hoc Board within 
fifteen days after Federal Register publica¬ 
tion. Any provisions of 43 CFR Subpart 2651 
in conflict herewith are hereby waived. This 
action is taken pursuant to 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Your action on these reconsiderations 
should be taken not later than May 22, 1974. 
All parties entitled to notice of your deter¬ 
mination must be sent copies thereof and 
their attention specifically called to waiver 
of protests and reduced time for appeals. 

This telegram is referring to the Na¬ 
tive Village of Port William and certain 
other Native villages in the Kodiak 
Island Area. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, therefore hereby 
determines the Native Village of Port 
William to now be eligible for land bene¬ 
fits under the Alaska Native Claims Set¬ 
tlement Act. 

The decision of the Director, Juneau 


Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
shall be published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. Such decision shall become final 
unless appealed to the Secretary of the 
Interior by a notice filed with the Ad 
Hoc Board as established in Subpart 
2651.2(a) (5) of Title 43 CFR within fif¬ 
teen days after its publication in the 
Federal Register. Any provisions of 43 
CFR 2651 in conflict herewith have been 
waived by the telegram of the Secretary 
of the Interior quoted herein and the 
Secretary’s authority to waive these 
regulations is contained in 43 CFR 
2650.0-8. 

Appellants shall have not more than 
15 days from the date of receipt of their 
notice of appeal within which to file an 
appeal brief, and the opposing parties 
shall have not more than 15 days from 
the date of receipt of the appellant’s 
brief within which to filq an answering 
brief. No more than 15 days shall be al¬ 
lowed for the filing of additional briefs 
in connection with such appeals. All 
hearings held in connection with such 
appeals shall be conducted in the State 
of Alaska. The decision of the Ad Hoc 
Board shall be submitted to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior for his personal 
approval. 

The Ad Hoc Board is now known as 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal Board 
and its address is P.O. Box 2433, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska 99510. 

Clarence Antioquia, 
Acting Director. 

May 21, 1974. 

I FR Doc.74-12480 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 amj 


VILLAGE OF UGANIK, ALASKA 

Final Decision Concerning Eligibility as a 
Native Village 

Tliis is a written decision on protests 
filed pursuant to 43 CFR, Part 2650 by 
Koniag, Inc., a Native regional corpo¬ 
ration and by Uganik, Inc., a village in¬ 
corporated under the laws of Alaska, by 
and through their counsel, Edward 
Weinberg of the law firm of Wyman, 
Bautzer, Rothman and Kuchel at Suite 
1000, 600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20037, hereinafter 
referred to as protestants. The protest 
of Koniag, Inc., was dated January 10, 
1974 and received January 14, 1974 by 
the Director, Juneau Area Office, Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. The protest of Uganik, 
Inc., which joined with the protest of 
Koniag. Inc., was dated January 11, 
1974 and was received January 15, 1974 
by the Director, Juneau Area Office, Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs. 

The protestants object to the Native 
Village of Uganik being determined to be 
ineligible because protestants state that 
the Native Village of Uganik does meet 
the requirements of 43 CFR 2651.2(b) 
as follows: "There were timely filed with 
the Enrollment Co-ordinator, applica¬ 
tions for changes in enrollment by quali¬ 
fied Alaska Natives in sufficient numbers 
to establish the enrollment of at least 
twenty-five eligible Alaska Natives each 
of such villages.” 
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The Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18. 1971 (85 Stat. 688- 
716), and 43 CFR, Part 2650 provides for 
the settlement of certain land claims of 
Alaska Natives and for other purposes. 
Section 11(b) (3) of the Act is quoted as 
follows: 

Native villages not listed In subsection 
(b) (1) hereof shall be eUgtble for land and 
benefits under this Act and lands shall be 
withdrawn pursuant to this section if the 
Secretary within two and one-half years 
from the date of enactment of this Act, de¬ 
termines that— 

(A) Twenty-five or more Natives were res¬ 
idents of an established village on the 1970 
Census enumeration date as shown by the 
census or other evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary, who shall make findings of fact 
In each instance; and 

(B) The village is not of a modern and 
urban character, and a majority of the resi¬ 
dents are Natives. 

Part 43h of Title 25 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations provides for the en¬ 
rollment of the Natives. A main source of 
“other evidence satisfactory to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Interior” is the official en¬ 
rollment which not only contains evi¬ 
dence of race but of residence (on the 
1970 Census date) as well. 

Subpart 2651.2 of Title 43 CFR con¬ 
tains the authority for the Director. Ju¬ 
neau Area Office, Bureau of Indian Af¬ 
fairs, to act for the Secretary of the 
Interior in the determination of the eli¬ 
gibility of Natives for land benefits un¬ 
der the Act. 

As of May 11, 1974, 29 Natives had 
been certified for enrollment in the Na¬ 
tive Village of Uganik. On August 21, 

1973 a field investigation was completed 
of Uganik and at that time at least 13 
Natives who used the village for a pe¬ 
riod of time in 1970 had timely filed 
with the Enrollment Coordinator ap¬ 
plications for changes in enrollment to 
the Native Village of Uganik. 

The 25 or more Natives who have now 
been approved for enrollment to Uganik 
as is shown on a listing dated May 11, 

1974 from the Alaska Native Enrollment 
Office in Anchorage. Alaska, represent 
a majority of the residents of the village 
in 1970. It had on April 1,1970, an iden¬ 
tifiable physical location evidenced by 
occupancy consistent with the Natives’ 
own cultural patterns and life style and 
at least thirteen Natives enrolled there¬ 
to used the village during 1970 as a 
place where they actually lived for a pe¬ 
riod of time. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office. Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, has examined 
and evaluated the protests together 
with his record of findings of fact and 
decision, and does hereby reverse the de¬ 
cision made on February 12, 1974 and 
published on page 6740 in the Federal 
Register on February 22, 1974 determin¬ 
ing that the Native Village of Uganik is 
ineligible for land benefits under said 
Act. 

On May 16, 1974, the Secretary of the 
Interior sent a telegram to the Director, 
Juneau Area Office, Bureau of Indian 


affairs, which Is quoted In part as 
follows: 

You are hereby authorized to reconsider 
your previous determinations of ineligibility 
of certain Kodiak Island unlisted villages lit 
those cases In which subsequent Information 
indicates that they may be eligible for Set¬ 
tlement Act benefits. To the extent neces¬ 
sary for such reconsideration, the determina¬ 
tion date of December 19, 1973. set by Regu¬ 
lation in 43 CFR 2651.2(a) (8) is hereby 
waived. New determinations of eligibility 
shall foUow the procedures set forth in the 
regulations except that your determinations 
shall not be subject to protest and shall be¬ 
come final unless appealed to the Ad Hoc 
Board within fifteen days after Federal Reg¬ 
ister publication. Any provisions of 43 CFR 
Subpart 2651 in conflict herewith are hereby 
waived. This action is taken pursuant to 43 
CFR 2650.0-8. 

Your action on these reconsiderations 
should be taken not later than May 22, 1974. 
All parties entitled to notice of your deter¬ 
mination must be sent copies thereof and 
their attention specifically called to waiver 
of protests and reduced time for appeals.” 

This telegram is referring to the Na¬ 
tive Village of Uganik and certain other 
Native villages in the Kodiak Island 
Area. 

The Director, Juneau Area Office. Bu¬ 
reau of Indian Affairs, therefore hereby 
determines the Native Village of Uganik 
to now be eligible for land benefits under 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act. 

The decision of the Director, Juneau 
Area Office, Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
shall be published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Such decision shall become final 
unless appealed to the Secretary of the 
Interior by a notice filed with the Ad 
Hoc Board as established in Subpart 
2651.2(a)(5) of Title 43 CFR within 
fifteen days after its publication in the 
Federal Register. Any provisions of 43 
CFR 2651 in conflict herewith have been 
waived by the telegram of the Secretary 
of the Interior quoted herein and the 
Secretary’s authority to waive these reg¬ 
ulations is contained in 43 CFR 2650.0-8. 

Appellants shall have not more than 
15 days from the date of receipt of then- 
notice of appeal within which to file an 
appeal brief, and the opposing parties 
shall have not more than 15 days from 
the date of receipt of the* appellant’s 
brief within which to file an answering 
brief. No more than 15 days shall be al¬ 
lowed for the filing of additional briefs 
in connection with such appeals. All 
hearings held in connection with such 
appeals shall be conducted in the State 
of Alaska. The decision of the Ad Hoc 
Board shall be submitted to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior for his personal 
approval. 

The Ad Hoc Board is now known as 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal Board 
and its address is P.O. Box 2433, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska 99510. 

Clarence Antioquia, 

Acting Director . 

May 21, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-12481 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Bureau of Land Management 
[CA 7901 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands; Correction 

May 23,1974. 

In FR Doc. 74-1378. appearing on page 
2114 of the issue of Thursday, Jan¬ 
uary 17, 1974, the following correction 
as to land description should be made; 
• Mount Diablo Meridian 

NATIONAL RESOURCE LANDS 

T. 30 8.. R. 22 E., 

Sec. 2, All. 

T. 30 S., R. 23 E., 

Sec. 4, Lots 1 and 2 of NW*4. Q'A. 

State Office: Federal Office Bldg.. 
Room E-2841, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacra¬ 
mento. Calif 95825. 

Walter A. Holmes, 

Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 
|FR Doc.74-12478 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


COLORADO STATE MULTIPLE USE 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

May 23. 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that the Colo¬ 
rado State Multiple Use Advisory Board 
will meet on June 27 and 28. 1974 com¬ 
mencing at 9:00 a.m. at the Quality 
Inn, 1840 Sherman St., Denver, Colorado. 

The agenda for the meeting includes 
Reconstitution of Advisory Boards. 
Energy Development and Northwest 
Colorado. Mountain Subdivision Prob¬ 
lems. Cattlemen’s and Woolgrower’s 
role and interest in demonstration allot¬ 
ments, Bureau of Land Management s 
livestock grazing management program 
and allotment management planning in 
Colorado. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Time will be available for a limited num¬ 
ber of brief statements by members of 
the public. Those wishing to make an 
oral statement should inform the Ad¬ 
visory Board Chairman prior to the 
meeting of the Board. Any interested 
person may file a written statement with 
the Board for its consideration. The Ad¬ 
visory Board Chairman is Nick Theos. 
Written statements may be submitted 
at the meeting or mailed to Nick Theos. 
Box 386, Meeker, Colorado 81641. Fur¬ 
ther information concerning this meet¬ 
ing may be obtained from George C. 
Hinton, Public Affairs Officer, Bureau 
of Land Management, Colorado State 
Office, Denver, Colorado (303) 837-4481. 

Minutes of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for public inspection 30 days after 
the meeting at the Colorado State Office. 
Bureau of Land Management, Colorado 
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State Bank Building. Room 700, 1600 
Broadway, Denver, Colorado. 

Dale R. Andrus. 
State Director. 

[PR Doc.74—13461 Piled 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


ELKO, NEVADA, GRAZING DISTRICT 
ADVISORY BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given that the Bureau 
of Land Management grazing district 
advisory board established by the Taylor 
Grazing Act will meet at Elko, Nevada, 
on June 28. 1974. 

The meeting Is scheduled for 9:00 a.m. 
at the Bureau of Land Management Dis¬ 
trict Office, 2002 Idaho Street. 

The agenda contains items as follows: 

1. District reorganization. 

2. Recommendations on Transfers of Base 
Property Grazing Qualifications. 

3. Consider range allotment boundary 
adjustments. 

4. Report of progress In gathering private 
horses under authority of the Wild Free- 
Roaming Horse and Burro Act of Decem¬ 
ber 15. 1971. 

5. Discuss the Office of Management and 
Budget’s Circular No. A-63 which Imple¬ 
ments the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
of October 6. 1972. 

6. Consider proposed range improvement 
and soil and watershed programs. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Written and oral statements are wel¬ 
come. Written statements should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Elko District Advisory 
Board Chairman. 2002 Idaho Street, 
Elko. Nevada 89801. 

E. A. Moore. 

District Manager. 

|FR Doc.74-12459 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


] Montana 285571 

MONTANA 

Order Providing for Opening of Public 
Lands 

May 21,1974. 

In an exchange made under the provi¬ 
sions of Section 8 of the Act of June 28. 
1934, as amended, 43 U.S.C. 315g. the 
following described lands have been re¬ 
conveyed to the United States: 

Principal Meridian, Montana 

T. 35 N., R. 28 B.. Sec. 34, 

T. 33 N.. R. 29 R. Sec. 17. NB 1 /* and NWU 

SEtt. 

The areas described aggregate 360 
acres. 

The reconveyed lands are in Phillips 
County, Montana, approximately 19 and 
29 miles northwest of Malta. The lands 
are adjacent to substantial areas of pub¬ 
lic lands and are considered good wild¬ 
life habitat; they will provide a buffer 
area between private lands mainly de¬ 
voted to agriculture use and the adjacent 
public lands. One of the tracts will pro- 
vide legal access to the surrounding pub¬ 
lic lands. Topography is gently rolling, 
soils are clay to silty with some surface 
gravel, vegetation is native grasses. There 


is a good stockwater reservoir on one of 
the tracts. The lands are not suited to 
cultivation due to topography and soils. 
These lands will be managed for multiple 
use in conjunction with the adjoining na¬ 
tional resource lands. All the land is 
under an existing grazing lease. 

At 10 a.m. on July 1, 1974. subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law, the lands will 
be open to the operation of the public 
land laws. 

The mineral rights in the lands were 
not exchanged; therefore, the mineral 
status of the lands is not affected by this 
order. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management. 316 North 26th 
Street. Billings, Montana 59101. 

Kenneth J. Sire. 

Acting Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 

(FR Doc.74-12458 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


[NM 20123, 20124, 20255, 20256] 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Applications 

May 22, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920, <30 U.S.C. 185). as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for four 4 &-inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the fol¬ 
lowing lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian. New 
Mexico 

T. 20 S.. R. 28 E., 

Sec. 22, 8%NE&; 

sec. 23. sv 2 nw»/ 4 . 

T. 22 S.. R. 22 E„ 

Sec. 4. N»/ 2 SW» y i. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 0.995 miles of national resource 
lands in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so. under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, NM 88201. 

Stella V. Gonzales, 

Acting Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.74-12477 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


SHOSHONE DISTRICT ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Sho¬ 
shone District Grazing Advisory Board 
will hold a summer meeting July 2,1974, 
beginning at 9:00 a.m. at the District 


Office, 112 South Cherry Street, Sho¬ 
shone, Idaho. 

The agenda for the meeting includes 
(from 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m.) consid¬ 
ering protests concerning a grazing divi¬ 
sion line in the Kimama-Minidoka Unit. 
A field tour of the Bennett Hills area 
north of Bliss and Gooding, • Idaho, 
will be held to observe range condi¬ 
tion and development projects, and to 
make recommendations concerning steps 
necessary for range improvement. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Any interested person wishing to 
meet with the Advisory Board should 
inform the Advisory Board Chairman. 
Allen Bauscher, Fairfield, Idaho 83327, 
prior to the meeting. Anyone desiring to 
attend the tour will be required to 
furnish their own transportation. Writ¬ 
ten statements may also be filed for con¬ 
sideration with Mr. Bauscher. 

O'DELL A. FRANDSEN. 

District Manager . 

{FR Doc.74-12480 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Wyoming 394131 

WYOMING 

Opening Lands to Small Tract Application 
May 24, 1974. 

1. Pursuant to Small Tract Classifi¬ 
cation Wyoming 39413 dated May 24. 
1974, the following described land will 
be opened to small tract application as 
set out below, for lease only for business 
site purposes under the Small Tract Act 
of June 1, 1938, as amended. 43 U.S.C. 
682a-e (1970): 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 
T. 33 N.. R. 109 W., 

Sec. 4. a tract o t land within lot 2 de¬ 
scribed as follows: 

Beginning at a point, whence the north¬ 
west corner of Sec. 4. T. 33 N., R. 109 W.. 
bears N. 79°19* W.. 3.441.13 feet; thence 
south 200 feet: thence east 125 feet: 
thence north 200 feet; thence west 125 
feet to the point of beginning. 

The above described land contains approxi¬ 
mately 0.574 acre. 

The land is located in Sublette County 
within the town limits of Pinedale and 
comprises lots 4. 5, 6, and 7 of Block 6 of 
the Jones Addition. 

2. At 10 a.m. on June 19, 1974, the land 
will be open to applications for a business 
site lease under the Small Tract Act. A1I 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on June 19, 1974 will be consid¬ 
ered as simultaneously filed at that time. 
All applications filed after that time will 
be considered in the order of filing. 

3. Applicants must file, in duplicate, 
with the Chief, Lands and Mining Sec- - 
tion, Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1828, Cheyenne, Wyoming, applica¬ 
tion Form 2730-1 filled out in compliance 
with the instructions on the form and 
accompanied by evidence that they have 
submitted an acceptable bid to the U.S. 
General Services Administration, for the 
construction of facilities in accordance 
with GSA Solicitation for Offers No. 74- 
16. Copies of the application form can be 
secured from the above-named official. 
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The application must be accompanied by 
a filing fee of $10 and a deposit of $100 
advance rental for one year. Failure to 
transmit these payments with the appli¬ 
cation will render the application invalid. 
Advance rentals will be returned to un¬ 
successful applicants. All filing fees will 
be retained by the United States. 

4. The lease will be issued for a term of 
20 years. 

John T. Wasserburger, 

Acting State Director. 

|PR Doc.74-12402 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


EASTERN POWDER RIVER COAL BASIN, 
WYOMING 

Development of Coal Resources; Availabil¬ 
ity of Draft Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) <C> of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, an Interagency task force, with the 
Bureau of Land Management, Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, as lead agency, has 
prepared a draft environmental state¬ 
ment on development of coal resources 
in the Eastern Powder River Coal Basin 
of Wyoming. Cooperating in the state¬ 
ment were the United States Fbrest Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Agriculture; Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission; and United 
States Geological Survey, Department of 
Interior. 

The statement describes the proposed 
development of coal resources in Camp¬ 
bell and Converse Counties. Wyoming, 
and construction of a 113-mile railroad 
line to serve the proposed coal develop¬ 
ments. The statement examines cumula¬ 
tive impacts from a regional viewpoint 
as well as impacts resulting from the de¬ 
velopment of four specific mine sites and 
construction of the railroad. 

A limited number of individual copies 
are available upon request or for refer¬ 
ence from the State Director, Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the 
Interior, 2120 Capitol Avenue, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming 82001. Beyond the initial print¬ 
ing, copies may be purchased for $17.50 
per copy. 

Notice of the public hearings to be held 
in conjunction with the publication of 
the draft environmental statement was 
published in the May 24.1974 issue of the 
Federal Register. Written comments 
may be submitted to the State Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior; 2120 Capital Ave., 
Cheyenne, Wyoming, 82001, no later than 
July 18,1974. 

Public reading copies of the draft 
statement will be available for review the 
first week of June at the following loca¬ 
tions ; 

Addresses of Libraries 
Laramie County Library 
2800 Central Avenue 
Cheyenne, WY 82001 
Library of Natrona County 
307 East Second 
C&sper, WY 82601 
Converse County Library 
300 Walnut 
Douglas, WY 82633 
Niobrara County Library 
407 South Main 
Lusk. WY 82225 


Johnson County Llbrarv 
90 North Main 
Buffalo, WY 82834 
Crook County Library 
Sundance, WY 82729 
Weston County Library 
23 West Main 
Newcastle. WY 82701 
Weston County Library 
Box 576 Attn: Mrs. Wlnegar 
Upton. WY 82730 
Moorcroft Public Library 
190 West Weston 
Moorcroft, WY 82721 
George Amos Memorial Library 
412 South Gillette Avenue 
Gillette, WY 82716 

Sheridan County Fulmer Public Library 
45 West Loucka 
Sheridan, WY 82801 

Addresses of Federal Offices 

Bureau of Land Management 
Wyoming State Office 
Public Affairs, 6th Floor 
2120 Capitol Avenue 
P.O. Box 1828 
Cheyenne, WY 82001 
Bureau of Land Management 
Casper District Office 
100 East "B” Street 
P.O. Box 2834 
Casper, WY 82601 
U5. Forest Service 
Supervisor's Office 
605 Skyline Drive 
Laramie, WY 82070 
Bureau of Land Management 
Buffalo Resource Area 
P.O. Box 979 
Buffalo, WY 82834 
U.S. Forest Service 
District Ranger 

Thunder Basin National Grassland 

P.O. Box 129 

Douglas. WY 82633 

Soil Conservation Service 

U5. Dept, of Agriculture 

400 Miller Avenue 

Gillette, WY 82716 

United States Forest Service 

Room 4231, South Building 

Department of Agriculture 

14th & Independence Avenue. SW. 

Washington. D.C. 20250 

United States Geological Survey 

Public Inquiries Office, Rm. 1028 

General Services Admin. Bldg. 

19th & F Streets, NW. 

Washington, D.C. 

Interstate Commerce Commission 
12th & Constitution Avenue, NW. 
Washington. D.C. 20423 
Bureau of Land Management 
Department of the Interior 
18th & C Streets. NW., Rm. 3648 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
Bureau of Land Management 
Denver Service Center. Rm. 1125 
Denver Federal Center, Building 50 
Denver, Colorado 80225 
Bureau of Land Management 
Department of the Interior 
Montana State Office, Public Room 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse 
316 N. 26th Street 

Billings, Montana 59101 « 

Addresses of County Offices 
Judge of District Court 
Campbell County Courthouse 
500 South Gillette Avenue 
Gillette, WY 82710 


Judge of District Court 
Converse County Courthouse 
101 South 6th 
Douglas, WY 82633 

Dated: May 20,1974. 

Ed Hastey, 

Acting Director. 

|FR Doc.74-11997 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

ANNUAL REGULATIONS CONFERENCE 

FOR MIGRATORY SHORE AND UPLAND 

GAME BIRDS 

Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Public Law 92-463), announcement is 
made of the following Committee meet¬ 
ing: 

Name: Annual Regulations Conference for 
Migratory Shore and Upland Game Birds. 

Date: June 25. 1974. 

Place: Conference Room 2008, New Execu¬ 
tive Office Building, 726 Jackson Place, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20006. 

Time: 9 a m. 

Purpose of meeting: The Committee 
will review the status of mourning dovevS, 
woodcock, band-tailed pigeons, white¬ 
winged doves, rails, g&llinules, and com¬ 
mon snipe and discuss proposed hunting 
regulations for the 1974-75 hunting sea¬ 
son. 

This meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Persons wishing to attend should 
notify the Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, U.S. Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
or call AC 202-343-6025. Statements of 
interested persons other than Commit¬ 
tee members must be filed in writing with 
the Director before or after the "meeting 
To the extent time permits, the Chair¬ 
man of the meeting will accept brief oral 
statements from the public at the close 
of the Committee’s agenda providing 
that such statements are also submitted 
in writing before or after the meeting. 

Lynn A. Greenwalt, 
Director , Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

May 28,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-12509 Filed 5-30-74; 8:45 am ! 


DESIGNATED TRAILS OR AREAS OF 
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM 

List of Specific Units for Use of Off-Road 
Vehicles 

In accordance with section 3(a), Zones 
of Use, of Executive Order 11644, Use 
of Off-Road Vehicles on the Public 
Lands, announcement is made of the 
following designated units of the Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge System on which 
the use of off-road vehicles may be 
permitted. 

For specific regulations and informa¬ 
tion regarding each trail or area con¬ 
tact the Regional Directors or Refuge 
Managers who administer these units. 
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Alaska Aar .a 

Area Director, 813 "D" Street. Anchorage, 
Alaska 90501 (907-265-4864). 

Arctic National Wildlife Range. Refuge Man¬ 
ager, 1412 Airport Way Fair hanks, Alaska 
09701 (907-453-3206 or 3234). 

Clarence Rhode National Wildlife Range. 
Cape Newenham National Wildlife Refuge. 
Nunivak National Wildlife Refuge, Refuge 
Manager. Box 346, Bethel, Alaska 99559 
(907-543-2449). 

Kenai National Moose Range. Refuge Man¬ 
ager. Box 550. Kenai. Alaska 99611 (907- 
283-4877). 

4 Region IV 

Regional Director, 17 Executive Park Drive, 
NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30329 (404-526- 

4671). 

Chossahowitzka National Wildlife Refuge. 
Refuge Manager, Route 1. Box 153, Ho- 
mosassa. Florida 32646 (904-623-3201). 
Loxaha tehee National Wildlife Refuge. 

Refuge Manager, Box 278. Route 1. Delray 
Beach. Florida 33444 (305-732-3684). 
Merritt Islani National Wildlife Refuge. 
Refuge Manager, Box 6504. Titusville. 
Florida 32780 (305-867-4820). 

Pea Island National Wildlife Refuge. Refuge 
Manager, Box 508, Manteo, North Carolina 
27954 (919-987-2394). 

Region V 

Regional Director. John W. McCormack Btfet 
Office and Courthouse. Boston. Massa¬ 
chusetts 02109 (617-22C-2961). 

Back Bay National Wildlife Refuge. Refuge 
Manager. Pembrook No. 2 Building. Suite 
218. 287 Pembrook Office Park, Virginia 
Beach. Virginia 23462 ( 804 490-0505). 
Moosehorn National Wildlife Refuge. Refuge 
Manager, Box X. Calais. Maine 04619 (207- 
454—3521). 

Parker River National Wildlife Refuge. Ref¬ 
uge Manager. Northern Boulevard. Plum 
Island. Newburypoi*. Massachusetts 01950 
(617-465-5753). 

The effects of the use of Off-Road Ve¬ 
hicles on these designated units will be 
monitored by Bureau personnel. On the 
basis of the information gathered, desig¬ 
nated trails or areas may be amended 
or rescinded or other actions taken from 
time to time, to further the policy of the 
Executive order. 

M. A. Marston, 

Acting Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife . 

May 23. 1974. 

IFR Doc.74-12474 Filed 5-30-74;8:46 ami 


DISMAL SWAMP STUDY 
Change of Date of Public Hearing 

Due to circumstances that would have 
made accommodations inadequate for 
the anticipated number of participants 
at the public hearing originally sched¬ 
uled in compliance with Pub. L. 92-478 
for June 25 and 26, 1974, it has been de¬ 
termined that said hearing should be and 
is hereby rescheduled for 1 p.m. June 24 
at the Sheep School Auditorium, located 
on the corner of Road and Elizabeth 
Streets, Elizabeth City. North Carolina 
and continued at 9 a.m. June 25 at the 
Suffolk High School Auditorium on North 
Saratoga Street, located in downtown 
Suffolk, Virgina. The proposal to be dis¬ 
cussed will lead to recommendations to 


be made by the Secretary of the Interior 
to the US. Congress regarding the de¬ 
sirability and feasibility of protecting 
and preserving the Great Dismal Swamp 
Canal in Virginia and North Carolina. 

A summary containing a map and in¬ 
formation on the Dismal Swamp Study 
may be obtained from the Dismal Swamp 
Study Coordinator. U.S. Pish and Wild¬ 
life Service, John W. McCormack Post 
Office and Courthouse, Boston. Massa¬ 
chusetts 02109. 

Individuals or organizations may ex¬ 
press their oral or written views by ap¬ 
pearing at the healing, or they may sub¬ 
mit written comments for inclusion in 
the official record of the hearing to the 
Dismal Swamp Study Coordinator. U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service at the above 
address by July 1,1974. 

Lynn A. Grtenwalt. 

Director , Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife . 

May 27, 1974. 

|FR. Doc.74-12452 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Endangered Species Permit; Receipt of 
Application 

Notice is .hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit has been 
received under section 10 of the En¬ 
dangered Species Act of 1973 fPub. L. 
93-205). 

Applicant: 

National Audubon Society 

Mr. W. Carlyle Blakeney. Jr., 

Southeastern Regional Representative 

Post Office Box 28191 

Atlanta, Georgia 30328 

Mr. Lynn Greenwalx. 

Director, 

Bureau of Sport Fisheries & Wildlife 
Washington, D.C. 20240 

May 13. 1974. 

Dear Mr. Greenwalt: In compliance with 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-205) and under the provisions of section 
10 of the Act (Pub. L. 93-205) and 50 CFR 
§§ 13.12 and 17.23. I am submitting an ap¬ 
plication on behalf of the National Audubon 
Society for the period of July 1 through 
August 15, 1974 to capture, transport and re¬ 
lease 500 American alligators (Alligator mis - 
sissipiensis ). 

Under my direction, employees of the Na¬ 
tional Audubon Society in cooperaUon with 
the Louisiana Wild Life and Fisheries Com¬ 
mission will capture 500 of these reptiles at 
the state of Louisiana’s Marsh Island Refuge. 
Iberia Parish, and RockefeUer Refuge, Cam¬ 
eron Parish. Louisiana. Two Hundred (200) of 
those captured are to be approximately 4^ 
to 5*/4 feet In length, with the balance (300) 
being approximately three (3) feet in length 
Our personnel will work at night in boats 
with lights, catching as many as possible by 
hand. Larger alligators will be caught by 
snares attached to poles. Sex ratio should be 
approximately 1:1. 

Once captured, a #84 rubber band will be 
affixed to the snout, the reptile will be sexed 
when age permits, temporarily marked ac¬ 
cordingly. and placed in moistened burlap 
sacks. The number of reptiles placed in each 
sack will depend on reptile size. The bag will 
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then be secured and placed in a truck for 
transport. 

Efforts will be made to separate quantities 
of alligators by providing a compart mental 
arrangement In the truck bed. Sacks will be 
periodically checked for moisture (at least 
every hour) and shaded from sunlight by a 
truck bed cover. Re-moistenlng will be pro¬ 
vided as needed. Numbers of reptiles trans¬ 
ported and methods will vary slightly de¬ 
pending on reptile lengths, distance to be 
covered, and whether transported in day or 
nighttime hours. 

Two hundred (200) alligators of approxi¬ 
mately 4V4 to 5 y 2 feet in length and with 
approximately a 1:1 sex ratio are to be trans¬ 
ported to the state of Arkansas for release. 
Personnel of the Arkansas Game and Fish 
Commission will meet the truck and our per¬ 
sonnel at a point of mutual convenience to 
Implement release. A formal letter of ac¬ 
ceptance from the Arkansas Game and Fish 
Commission is attached with a listing of 
counties into which these reptiles will be re¬ 
leased. 

Three hundred (300) alligators approxi¬ 
mately three (3) feet in length and with ap¬ 
proximately a 1:1 sex ratio are to be trans¬ 
ported to the state of Mississippi for release. 
Personnel of the Mississippi Game and Fish 
Commission will meet the truck and our 
personnel at the W. H. Turcotte Research 
Laboratory on the Ross Barnett Reservoir, ap¬ 
proximately 20 miles north of Jackson, Mis¬ 
sissippi. From this point, personnel of that 
state agency will implement release In the 
counties identified in the attached letter. 
This letter also constitutes formal acceptance 
by the Mississippi Game and Fish Commis¬ 
sion of delivery of 300 alligators by the Na¬ 
tional Audubon Society. 

The activities and methods to be employed 
in this application have been decided upon 
after careful deliberation and consultation 
with agencies experienced In similar pro¬ 
grams. Both the Mississippi and Arkausas 
Game and Fish Commissions have cooperated 
with the Louisiana Wild Life and Fisheries 
Commission in past years in transporting al¬ 
ligators for release and restocking purposes 
in areas offering suitable habitat. These ac¬ 
tivities have played an important part in 
both Mississippi and Arkansas’ endangered 
species management and recovery programs 
and their continued efforts to establish via¬ 
ble populations of this endangered species in 
its former range. Note was also taken of the 
methods used by the Georgia Game and Fish 
Commission and the Department of the Inte¬ 
rior. Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
in their cooperative three-year program of 
capturing alligators in areas of high concen¬ 
trations such as the Blackboard Island Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Rcfnge on the coast of Georgia 
and transporting them for release In other 
areas of the state affording suitable habitat. 

As Keith Schreiner. U8. Department of 
the Interior, Office of Endangered Species, 
so ably said. “There are still large areas of 
suitable alligator habitat in the southeast 
with few or no alligators. The Department 
of Interior is committed to restoring the al¬ 
ligator population to non-endangered status 
throughout its range wherever suitable habi¬ 
tat still exists". Similarly, the National 
Audubon Society Is committed to working 
toward restoration and the ultimate recov¬ 
ery of our nation’s endangered wildlife. It 
is through this effort that we hope to achieve 
part of that goal for this species. 

We are aware that this application is sub¬ 
ject to publication In the Feoerai. Register. 
and since optimum periods for capture and 
release of this species do exist, it is our 
hope that you can expedite this permit to 
facilitate such a period, which Is In this 
case the permit period applied for, i.e. July 
1-August 15, 1974. 
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I hereby certify that I have read and am 
familiar with the regulations contained in 
Title 60, Part 13, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations and the other applicable parts 
of Subchapter B of Chapter I of Title 50, 
and I further certify that the information 
submitted in this application for a permit is 
complete and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. I understand that any 
false statement hereon may subject me to 
the criminal penalties of 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

Sincerely, 

W. Cablyle Blakeney, Jr., 
Southeastern Regional Representative. 

Documents and other information sub¬ 
mitted in connection with this applica¬ 
tion are available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the Bu¬ 
reau’s office in Suite 600, 1612 K Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FSF/LE), Bu¬ 
reau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Washington, D.C. 20240. All relevant 
comments received no later than June 30, 
1974, will be considered. 

Dated: March29.1974. 

F. V. Schmidt, 

Acting Director, Bureau ol 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 

|FR Doc.74-12669 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


Office of the Secretary 
TRANS-ALASKA PIPELINE 

Notice to Federal and State Agencies and 
Departments 

In accordance with subsection D of 
section 12 of the Agreement and Grant 
of Right-of-Way for the Trans-Alaska 
Pipeline dated as of January 23, 1974, 
costs incurred by the Department of the 
Interior with respect to utilizing the 
personnel and services of other agencies 
shall be included in the costs for which 
the Department is to be reimbursed. Fed¬ 
eral and State agencies and departments 
cooperating with the Department of the 
Interior on the Trans-Alaska Pipeline 
should, therefore, prepare and deliver to 
the Department, within 20 days after the 
close of each quarter, a statement of the 
costs, for which the Department is to be 
reimbursed, that are incurred for each 
quarter ending on the last day of March, 
June, September, and December. 

The Office of Budget, Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of the Interior, In¬ 
terior Building, 19th & C Streets. NW. 
Washington, D.C. 20240. Room 4120, tele¬ 
phone (202) 343-5223, will furnish inf or- 
mation as to the preparation and sub¬ 
mission of statements of costs. 

Dated: May 28, 1974. 

Royston C. Hughes, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

|FR Doc.74-12484 Filed 6-30-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 

EXPERT PANEL ON NITRITES AND 
NITROSAMINES 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 

Notice is hereby given of a meeting 
of the Expert Panel on Nitrites and Ni- 
trosamines to be held in Room 218A 
< Conference Room >. Administration 
Building, 14th and Independence Ave¬ 
nue, SW., Washington, DC, June 19, 
1974, at 9 a.m. This is the third sched¬ 
uled meeting of the Panel. 

The agenda for the Panel meeting 
will include presentations on the USDA- 
FDA-American Meat Institute studies 
of nitrites and their relation to botulism 
and nitrosamines; on the role of as¬ 
corbates in meat curing; and on past 
and present curing practices, including 
common levels of nitrite and nitrate 
used. There will also be a discussion of 
residual nitrite data developed by USDA: 
Discussion following each presentation 
will be limited to Panel participation. A 
period of time will be made available for 
public comment an.1 questions later in 
the agenda. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
and under the direction of the Panel 
Chairman or his designee. Written state¬ 
ments may be filed with the Panel before 
or after the meeting. Any member of 
the public who wishes to attend or who 
has further questions should contact the 
Issuance Coordination Staff. Technical 
Services, Animal and Plant Health In¬ 
spection Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Room 4905, South Agricul¬ 
ture Building, Washington, DC 20250. 
Area Code (202) 447-6189. Any person 
who wishes to file a statement may send 
such statement to the Issuance Coordi¬ 
nation Staff at the above address. 

Dated: May 24,1974. 

Harry C. Mussman, 
Executive Secretary. 

JFR Doc.74-12412 Filed 5-30-74,8:45 am) 


Forest Service 

CASCADE HEAD SCENIC-RESEARCH AREA 
ADDITION. SIUSLAW NATIONAL FOREST 

Notice of Availability of Draft 
Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Cascade 
Head Scenic-Research Area addition to 
the Sluslaw National Forest. The report 
number is USDA-FS-DES (LEG 74-57). 

The environmental statement concerns 
a proposed extension to the boundary of 
the Siuslaw National Forest to include 
environmentally sensitive lands in the 
Cascade Head-Salmon River area of 


western Oregon. The purpose of the ex¬ 
tension is to enable the Forest Service 
to promote the protection, use and en¬ 
joyment by future generations of the 
unique features of the total Cascade Head 
Scenic-Research Management Unit. 

Tliis draft environmental statement 
was filed with CEQ on May 3, 1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations. 

USDA. Forest Service. South Agriculture 

Bldg.. Room 4204. 12th St. & Independence 

Ave., SW, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Regional Forester, USDA, Forest Service. 319 

SW. Pine Street, Portland, Oregon 97208. 
USDA, Forest Service. 545 South 2nd Street 

Corvallis, Oregon 97330. 

USDA, Forest Service, Office of the District 

Ranger, Hebo, Oregon 97122. 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Regional For¬ 
ester, Portland, Oregon. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, state, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from state and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested spe¬ 
cifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to Regional 
Forester. Comments must be received by 
July 20, 1974, in order to be considered 
in the preparation of the final environ¬ 
mental statement. 

Gene S. Bergoffen, 

Acting Deputy Chief , 
Forest Service. 

May 14, 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-12486 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am | 


ROCK CREEK ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The Rock Creek Advisory Committee 
will meet at 7:00 p.m. on June 25, 1974 
Meeting place will be in Drummond. 
Montana, in the basement of the Catho¬ 
lic Church. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view Deerlodge Forest analysis data for 
the East Fork—Skalkaho Planning 
Unit and to discuss tentative options for 
future management based on analysis of 
land capability and suitability. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Any member of the public who wishes 
to do so shall be permitted to file a 
written statement with the Committee 
before or after the meeting. To the ex¬ 
tent that time permits, the Committee 
Chairman may permit interested per- 
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sons to present oral statements at the 
meeting. 

General participation by members of 
the public, or questioning of Committee 
members or other participants shall not 
be permitted unless approved by the 
majority of Committee members. 

Dated: May 23,1974. 

Robert L. Shackelford, 

Acting Forest Supervisor, 
Deerlodge National Forest. 

(FR Doc.74-12467 Filed 5-30~74;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

COMPUTER PERIPHERALS, COMPONENTS 

AND RELATED TEST EQUIPMENT TECH- 

NICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 

The Computer Peripherals, Compo¬ 
nents and Related Test Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee of the 
U.S. Department of Commerce will meet 
Wednesday, June 19, 1974. at 9:30 a.m. 
in Room 3817 of the Main Commerce 
Building, 14th and Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington. D.C. 

Members advise the Office of Export 
Administration, Bureau of East-West 
Trade, with respect to questions involv¬ 
ing technical matters, worldwide avail¬ 
ability and actual utilization of produc¬ 
tion and technology, and licensing 
procedures which may affect the level of 
export controls applicable to computer 
peripherals, components, and related test 
equipment, including technical data re¬ 
lated thereto, and including those whose 
export is subject to multilateral 
(COCOM) controls. 

Agenda items are as follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 

2. Presentation of papers or comments 
from the public. 

3. Report by Chairman of Input/Output 
and Memory Equipment 8ubgroupe on trans¬ 
fer of technology and discussion thereof. 

4. Executive Session: 

a. Review of subgroup report on test 
equipment. 

b. Continuation of report on. and discus¬ 
sion of, technology transfer report. 

c. Discussion of future assignments. 

The Computer Peripherals. Compo¬ 
nents and Related Test Equipment Tech¬ 
nical Advisory Committee was estab¬ 
lished January 3, 1973, and consists of 
technical experts from a representative 
cross-section of the industry in the 
United States and officials representing 
various agencies of the U.S. Government. 
The industry members are appointed by 
the Assistant Secretary for Domestic and 
International Business to serve a two- 
year term. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the discussion of agenda items 1-3. and 
a limited number of seats—approxi¬ 
mately 15—will be available to the public 
for these agenda items. To the extent 
time permits members of the public may 
present oral statements to the commit¬ 
tee. Interested persons are also invited to 


file written statements with the 
committee. 

With respect to agenda item (4). “Ex¬ 
ecutive Session/' the Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce for Administration, on 
May 16, 1974, determined, pursuant to 
section 10(d) of P.L. 92-463. that this 
agenda item should be exempt from the 
provisions of sections 10 (a) (1) and 
(a)(3), relating to open meetings and 
public participation therein, because the 
meeting will be concerned with matters 
listed in 5 USC 552(b)(1). 

Further information may be obtained 
from Charles C. Swanson. Director, Op¬ 
erations Division, Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 1620, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
20230 (A/C 202-967-4196). 

Minutes of those portions of the meet¬ 
ing which are open to the public will be 
available 30 days from the date of the 
meeting upon written request addressed 
to: Central Reference and Records In¬ 
spection Facility, U.S. Department of 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Dated: May 28, 1974. 

Rauer H. Meyer. 

Director, Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade , U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

(FR Doc.74-12569 Filed 5-30-74.8:45 amj 


TELECOMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 

The Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee of the 
U.S. Department of Commerce will meet 
Tuesday, June 18, 1974 at 9:30 a.m. in 
Room 4833 of the Main Commerce Build¬ 
ing, 14th and Constitution Avenue. NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

Members advise the Office of Export 
Administration, Bureau of East-West 
Trade, with respect to questions involv¬ 
ing technical matters, world-wide avail¬ 
ability and actual utilization of produc¬ 
tion and technology, and licensing pro¬ 
cedures which may affect the level of ex¬ 
port controls applicable to telecommuni¬ 
cations equipment, including technical 
data related thereto and including those 
w'hose export is subject to multilateral 
(COCOM) controls. 

Agenda items are as follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 

2. Presentation of papers or comments by the 
public. 

3. Discussion of report on avionics equip* 
ment. 

4. Discussion of report on East European 
markets. 

5. Discussion of report on data transmission 
equipment. 

6. Discussion of report on processors for elec¬ 
tronic switching. 

7. Executive Session: Continuation of dis¬ 
cussion on above-mentioned reports. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the discussion of agenda items 1-6, and 
a limited number of seats—approxi¬ 
mately 15—will be available to the pub¬ 
lic for these agenda items. To the extent 


time permits, members of the public may 
present oral statements to the commit¬ 
tee. Interested persons are also invited 
to file written statements with the com¬ 
mittee. 

With respect to agenda item (7), 
“Executive Session/' the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary of Commerce for Administration, on 
May 16, 1974, determined, pursuant to 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, that this 
agenda item should be exempt from the 
provisions of sections 10(a)(1) and (a) 
(3), relating to open meetings and public 
participation therein, because the meet¬ 
ing will be concerned with matters listed 
in 5 USC 552 (b)(1). 

Further information may be obtained 
from Charles C. Swanson, Director, 
Operations Division, Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 1620, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
20230 (A/C 202-967-4196). 

Minutes of those portions of the meet¬ 
ing which are open to the public will be 
available 30 days from the date of the 
meeting upon w T ritten request addressed 
to: Central Reference and Records In¬ 
spection Facilitv, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Dated: May 28, 1974. 

Wilson E. Sweeney, 
Acting Director, Office of Export 
Administration, Bureau of 
East-West Trade, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce. 

|FR Doc.74-12570 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Maritime Administration 

(Docket No. S-4171 

AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES, LTD. 

Notice of Applications 

Notice is hereby given that American 
President Lines, Ltd., a Delaware cor¬ 
poration. has filed tw'o applications dated 
February 1,1974, and March 5,1974, with 
the Maritime Subsidy Board pursuant to 
Title VI (46 U.S.C. 1171-1183) of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended 
(the Act), with respect to a long-term 
operating-differential subsidy contract 
for operation on services designated as 
Trade Route No. 29—U.S. Pacific/Far 
East Service (as Extended); Transpacific 
Freight Service (Line A-2); Round-the- 
World Service—Westbound (Line B); 
and Trade Route No. 17—Atlantic/ 
Straits Service (Line C). 

American President Lines, Ltd., is now 
operating under two operating-differen¬ 
tial subsidy contracts: No. FMB-50 made 
in its own name and No. FMB-76 made 
with American Mail Line Ltd., a former 
subsidiary merged into American Presi¬ 
dent Lines, Ltd., on October 1. 1973. Con¬ 
tract No. FMB-50 is scheduled to expire 
on December 31, 1976, and Contract No. 
FMB-76 on December 31, 1978. The basic 
application is for a new long-term con¬ 
tract expiring on December 31, 1996. A 
supplemental and additional application 
is filed to allow for a new short-term con¬ 
tract as replacement for Contract No. 
FMB-50 until December 31, 1978, the ex¬ 
piration date of Contract No. FMB-76, 
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but only if unforeseen delay in complet¬ 
ing action on the basic application causes 
Contract No. FMB-50 to expire prior to 
the execution of the new long-term con¬ 
tract requested in the basic application. 

Interested parties may inspect these 
applications in the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary, Maritime Subsidy Board, Room 
3099-B, Department of Commerce Build¬ 
ing, Fourteenth and E Streets, NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

American President Lines, Ltd., pro¬ 
poses no change in its services, opera¬ 
tions. contract route descriptions or sail¬ 
ings minima and maxima, as they exist 
under its present operating-differential 
subsidy contracts. Hence, the Board has 
determined that the continued operation 
of American President Lines, Ltd. serv¬ 
ices would not be “in addition to the ex¬ 
isting service, or services’* under section 
605(0 of the Act. 

The purpose of this Notice is two-fold. 
One is for any person, firm or corpora¬ 
tion having an interest in such applica¬ 
tion to notify the Secretary, Maritime 
Subsidy Board, in wTiting. and in tripli¬ 
cate. by the close of business on June 18, 
1974, of any claim that grant of either 
of said applications of American Presi¬ 
dent Lines. Ltd. would be to give undue 
advantage or be unduly prejudicial, as 
between citizens of the United States, in 
the operation of vessels in the essential 
services served by American President 
Lines, Ltd., and of any request for a 
hearing on such issue pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 605(c) of the Act. The ground of 
any such claim should be specified in 
such detail that the Board can determine 
its exact nature, the facts upon which it 
rests, and the necessity of an evidentiary 
hearing to be held thereon. A copy of such 
notice and claim shall be served upon 
applicant. American President Lines, 
Ltd., and its counsel, who may, within 15 
days after such service, file a reply with 
the Secretary, Maritime Subsidy Board. 

The second purpose of this Notice is to 
Invite public comment generally upon the 
policy issues inherent in the granting of 
a long-term operating-differential sub¬ 
sidy contract. Any such comments should 
be submitted in writing, in triplicate, by 
the close of business on June 18, 1974. 
Such comments will be considered by the 
Maritime Subsidy Board, but will not 
necessarily be included in the issues of 
any hearing ordered pursuant hereto. 

If the Board determines that a section 
605(c) hearing should be held, the issues 
to be heard will relate to Cl) whether the 
application is one with respect to a vessel 
or vessels operated or to be operated on 
an essential service served by two or more 
citizens of the United States with vessels 
of United States registry, and. if 60 . 
whether the effect of the requested con¬ 
tract would be to give undue advantage 
or be unduly prejudicial, as between citi¬ 
zens of the United States, in the opera¬ 
tion of vessels in such essential service, 
and (2) whether it is necessary to enter 
into such contract in order to provide 
adequate service by vessels of the United 
States registry. If such a hearing is or¬ 
dered, the Board will designate as parties 


the applicant and any person, firm or 
corporation who by notice and claim filed 
hereto has shown a proper interest in the 
matter. 

If no claim that grant of either ap¬ 
plication would be to give undue ad¬ 
vantage or be unduly prejudicial, and no 
request for a hearing is received within 
the specified time, or if the Maritime 
Subsidy Board determines that those 
filed within the specified time do not 
demonstrate sufficient interest to war¬ 
rant a hearing, the Board will take such 
action as may be deemed appropriate. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 11.504, Operating-Differential 
Subsidies <ODS)> 

Dated: May 28. 1974. 

By Order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12245 Filed 5-30-74; 8:45 am] 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

GROUNDFISH FISHERIES 
Closure of Quarter 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
§ 240.23(d), Title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as follows: 

On May 28.1974, the Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, determined 
that United States vessels operating in 
regulatory area—subarea 5, west of 69 d 
00* W. longitude, defined in 5 240.1(b) 
(5). and referred to in 5 240.21(b)(3), 
had reached the quarterly catch limit for 
yellowrtail flounder of 1,500 metric tons 
for the period April 1-June 30, 1974, as 
described in 5 240.21(b) (3), published in 
the Federal Register, 39 FR 2022. 

I hereby announce that the season for 
taking yellowtail flounder without re¬ 
striction as to quantity by persons and 
vessels subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States will terminate, in the area 
affected, at 0001 hours local time, June 3, 
1974. The restriction will remain in effect 
until 0001 hours local time, July 1, 1974. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., and dated 
May 28,1974. 

Jack W. Gehrincer, 

Acting Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service . 

(FR Doc.74-12595 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

PANEL ON REVIEW OF ANTIMICROBIAL 
AGENTS 

Notice of Meetings and Agenda 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of October 6, 1972 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776; 5 U.S.C. 
App.), the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion announces the following public ad¬ 
visory committee meetings and other re¬ 
quired information in accordance with 
provisions set forth in section 10(a) (1) 
and (2) of the act: 


Committee 

nitm^ 

Date, time, 
place 

Type of meeting 
ami contact person 

1. Panel on 
Review ol 
. AntiinL 
croMul 
Agents. 

June 1 and 2,9 
a.m., Depart¬ 
ment of 
Dermatology, 
School of 
Medicine, 
University of 
Miami. 

Miami, Fla. 

Open June 1, 0a.nL 
to 10 a.m., closed 
after 10 a.m.. 
closed June 2. 
Michael D. 
Kennedy. Room 
10R-O5, 5000 

Ftahers I.ane. 
Rockville, Md. 
20852, 301-443-4900. 


Purpose. Reviews and evaluates avail¬ 
able information concerning safety and 
effectiveness of active ingredients of cur¬ 
rently marketed nonprescription drug 
products containing antimicrobial 
agents. 

Agenda. Open session: Comments and 
presentations by interested persons. 
Closed session: Discussion and consid¬ 
eration of OTC Antimicrobial I drug 
products panel’s final report. 

Agenda items are subject to change 
as priorities dictate. 

During the open sessions shown above, 
interested persons may present relevant 
information or views orally to any com¬ 
mittee for its consideration. Information 
or views submitted to any committee in 
writing before or during a meeting shall 
also be considered by the committee. 

A list of committee members and sum¬ 
mary minutes of meetings may be ob¬ 
tained from the contact person for the 
committee both for meetings open to the 
public and those meetings closed to the 
public in accordance with section 10(d) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

Most Food and Drug Administration 
advisory committees are created to advise 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs on 
pending regulatory matters. Recommen¬ 
dations made by the committees on these 
matters are intended to result in action 
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act, and these committees thus 
necessarily participate with the Com¬ 
missioner in exercising his law enforce¬ 
ment responsibilities. 

The Freedom of Information Act rec¬ 
ognized that the premature disclosure of 
regulatory plans, or indeed internal dis¬ 
cussions of alternative regulatory ap¬ 
proaches to a specific problem, could 
have adverse effects upon both public 
and private interests. Congress recog¬ 
nized that such plans, even when final¬ 
ized, may not be made fully available 
In advance of the effective date without 
damage to such interests, and therefore 
provided for this type of discussion to 
remain confidential. Thus, law enforce¬ 
ment activities have long been recog¬ 
nized as a legitimate subject for confi¬ 
dential consideration. 

These committees often must consider 
trade secrets and other confidential in¬ 
formation submitted by particular man¬ 
ufacturers which the Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration by law may not disclose, and 
w r hlch Congress has included within the 
exemptions from the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act. Such Information Includes 
safety and effectiveness information, 
product formulation, and manufactur¬ 
ing methods and procedures, all of which 
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are of substantial competitive import¬ 
ance. 

In addition, to operate most effectively, 
the evaluation of specific drug or device 
products requires that members of com¬ 
mittees considering such regulatory 
matters be free to engage in full and 
frank discussion. Members of commit¬ 
tees have frequently agreed to serve and 
to provide their most candid advice on 
the understanding that the discussion 
would be private in nature. Many experts 
would be unwilling to engage in candid 
public discussion advocating regulatory 
action against a specific product. If the 
committees were not to engage in the 
deliberative portions of their work on a 
confidential basis, the consequent loss of 
frank and full discussion among com¬ 
mittee members would severely hamper 
the value of these committees. 

The Food and Drug Administration is 
relying heavily on the use of outside ex¬ 
perts to assist in regulatory decisions. 
The Agency's regulatory actions uniquely 
affect the health and safety of every 
citizen, and it is imperative that the best 
advice be made available to it on a con¬ 
tinuing basis in order that it may most 
effectively carry out its mission. 

A determination to close part of an 
advisory committee meeting does not 
mean that the public should not have 
ready access to these advisory commit¬ 
tees considering regulatory issues. A de¬ 
termination to close the meeting is sub¬ 
ject to the fol 1 owing conditions: First, 
any interested person may submit writ¬ 
ten data or information to any commit¬ 
tee, for its consideration. This informa¬ 
tion will be accepted and will be con¬ 
sidered by the committee. Second, a 
portion of every committee meeting will 
be open to the public, so that interested 
persons may present any relevant infor¬ 
mation or views orally to the committee. 
The period for open discussion will be 
designated in any announcement of a 
committee meeting. Third, only the de¬ 
liberative portion of a committee meet¬ 
ing, and the portion dealing with trade 
secret and confidential information, will 
be closed to the public. The portion of 
any meeting during which nonconfiden- 
tial information is made available to the 
committee will be open for public par¬ 
ticipation. Fourth, after the committee 
makes its recommendations and the 
Commissioner either accepts or rejects 
them, the public and the individuals af¬ 
fected by the regulatory decision in¬ 
volved will have an opportunity to ex¬ 
press their views on the decision. If the 
decision results in promulgation of a reg¬ 
ulation, for example, the proposed regu¬ 
lation will be published for public com¬ 
ment. Closing a committee meeting for 
deliberations on regulatory matters will 
therefore in no way preclude public ac¬ 
cess to the committee itself or full public 
comment with respect to the decisions 
made based upon the committee’s 
recommendation. 

The Commissioner has been delegated 
the authority under section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act to issue 
a determination in writing, containing 
the reasons therefor, that any advisory 


committee meeting is concerned with 
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552(b), which 
contains the exemptions from the public 
disclosure requirements of the Freedom 
of Information Act. Pursuant to this au¬ 
thority, the Commissioner hereby deter¬ 
mines, for the reasons set out above, that 
the portions of the advisory committee 
meetings designated in this notice as 
closed to the public involve discussion of 
existing documents falling within one of 
the exemptions set forth in 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b), or matters that, if in writing, would 
fall within 5 U.S.C. 552(b), and that it is 
essential to close such portions of such 
meetings to protect the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid undue inter¬ 
ference with Agency and committee oper¬ 
ations. This determination shall apply 
only to the designated portions of such 
meetings which relate to trade secrets 
and confidential information or to com¬ 
mittee deliberations. 

Dated: May 28, 1974. 

A. M. Schmidt, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs . 

[FR Doc. 74-12497 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 amj 


(Docket No. FDC-D-670; NDA 3-745 etc.; 

DES1 3044 and 88541 

PREPARATIONS TO STIMULATE BILE 
FLOW 

Notice of Withdrawal of Approval of New 
Drug Applications 

On December 27, 1973. there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
35342). a notice of opportunity for hear¬ 
ing (DESI 3044 and 8854) in which the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs pro¬ 
posed to issue an order under section 
505(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355(e)). with¬ 
drawing approval of the following: 

1. NDA 3-745, Triketol Tablets contain¬ 
ing dehydrocholic acid and dehydrode- 
oxycholic acid; formerly marketed by 
Endo Laboratories, Inc., 1000 Stewart 
Avenue, Garden City, NY 11530. 

2. NDA 8-854, Gallogen Tablets con¬ 
taining tocamphyl; and 

3. NDA 8-854, Gallogen Compound 
Tablets containing tocamphyl, homatro- 
pine methylbromide, and phenobarbital: 
both formerly marketed by Beecham- 
Massengill Pharmaceuticals, Division 
Beecham, Inc., 527 Fifth Street, Bristol, 
TN 37620. 

4. NDA 4-294, Oxabil Tablets contain¬ 
ing ox bile extract; formerly marketed by 
The Blue Line Chemical Co., 302 South 
Broadway, St. Louis. MO 63102. 

The basis of the proposed action was 
the lack of substantial evidence that 
these drugs will have all the effects that 
they purport or are represented to have 
under the conditions of use, prescribed, 
recommended, or suggested in their 
labeling. 

On January 17, 1973, The Blue Line 
Chemical Co., holder of NDA 4-294 for 
Oxabil Tablets requested withdrawal of 
approval of their new drug application 
and waived opportunity for a hearing. 
None of the other holders of the approved 


new drug applications filed a written 
appearance of election as provided by 
said notice. The failure to file such an 
appearance constitutes an election by 
such persons not to avail themselves of 
the opportunity for a hearing. 

O'Neal, Jones, & Feldman. Inc., Durst- 
Philadelphia Division, 1683 Winchester 
Road. Cornwallis Heights, PA 19020, re¬ 
quested a hearing concerning Droxolan 
Tablets (desoxycholic acid) which is not 
the subject of an approved new drug ap¬ 
plication. That specific drug product may 
continue to be marketed pending a rul¬ 
ing on the request for hearing. 

All identical, related, or similar prod¬ 
ucts, not the subject of an approved new 
drug application, are covered by the new 
drug application (s) review ed a nd are 
subject to this notice (21 CFR 310.6). 
Any person who wishes to determine 
whether a specific product is covered by 
this notice should write to the Food and 
Drug Administration, Bureau of Drugs, 
Office of Compliance (HFD-300), 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville. MD 20852. 

The Director of the Bureau of Drugs, 
pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
505, 52 Stat. 1053, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 
355 ), and under authority delegated to 
him (21 CFR 2.121), finds that on the 
basis of new information before him with 
respect to the drugs, evaluated together 
with the-evidence available to him when 
the applications were approved, there is 
a lack of substantial evidence that the 
drugs will have the effects they purport 
or are represented to have under the 
conditions of use prescribed, recom¬ 
mended, or suggested in the labeling 
thereof. 

Therefore, pursuant to the foregoing 
finding, approval of the above new drug 
applications and all amendments and 
supplements applying thereto is with¬ 
drawn effective on June 10, 1974. 

Shipment in interstate commerce of 
the above listed drug products or of any 
identical, related, or similar product, not 
the subject of an approved new drug ap¬ 
plication, will then be unlawful. 

Dated: May 23,1974. 

J. Richard Crout, 
Director , Bureau of Drugs. 

(FR Doc.74-12498 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Office of Education 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
INDIAN EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). that 
the next meeting of the National Ad¬ 
visory Council on Indian Education (Full 
Council) will be held on June 17 and 18. 
1974, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., at tho 
American Indian National Bank, 1701 
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Room 310. 
Washington, D.C. 

The National Advisory Council on In¬ 
dian Education is established under Sec¬ 
tion 401 of the Indian Education Act 
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(Pub. L. 92-318, Title IV). The Council 
is directed to: 

Advise the Commissioner In the prepara¬ 
tion of general regulations and with respect 
to policy matters arising In the administra¬ 
tion of this title. Including policies and pro¬ 
cedures governing the approval of State plans 
under Section 318 and policies to eliminate 
duplication, and to effectuate the coordina¬ 
tion of programs under this title and other 
programs offering Indian Education activi¬ 
ties and services. 

The Council shall review the administra¬ 
tion and effectiveness of programs under this 
title, make recommendations with respect 
thereto, and make annual reports to the 
President of its findings and recommenda¬ 
tions (including recommendations for 
changes In this title and other Federal laws 
relating to Indian Education activities and 
services). The President shall transmit each 
such report to the Congress together with 
his comments and recommendations. 

The proposed agenda Includes: 

1. Reorganizing the National Advisory 
Council on Indian Education. 

2. Planning methods by which a Deputy 
Commissioner of Indian Education can be 
appointed. 

3. Develop new action plans to submit to 
the Commissioner of Education for Title IV, 
Indian Education Act. 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings (and shall be available for 
public inspection at the Office of the Na¬ 
tional Advisory Council on Indian Edu¬ 
cation located at 425 13th St. NW., Room 
326, Washington, D.C. 20004). 

6 igned at Washington, D.C. on May 24, 

1974. 

Dwight A. Billedeaux, 
Executive Director, National Ad- 
visory Council on Indian 
Education. 

[FR Doc.74-12554 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


National Institutes of Health 
PRESIDENTS CANCER PANEL 
Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92—463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
President’s Cancer Panel, National Can¬ 
cer Institute, July 2, 1974, 9:30 am. to 
adjournment. National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Conference Room 2. 
This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9:30 a.m. to noon for a report from 
the Director, National Cancer Institute, 
and a report from the Chairman, Presi¬ 
dent’s Cancer Panel. The meeting will be 
closed to the public from 1:30 p.m. to ad¬ 
journment for review and discussion of 
the proposed fiscal year 1976 budget in 
accordance with the provisions set forth 
in Section 552(b) (5) of Title 5 U.S. Code 
and 10(d) of Public Law 92-463. Attend¬ 
ance by the public will be limited to space 
available. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Healtli, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open meeting and roster of committee 
members. 


Dr. Richard A. Tjalma, Executive Sec¬ 
retary. Building 31, Room 11A46, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014 (301/496-5854) will pro¬ 
vide substantive program information. 

Dated: May 22,1974. 

Robert S. Stone, 

Director, 

National Institutes of Health. 

(FR Doc.74-12454 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


PRESIDENTS CANCER PANEL 
Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
President's Cancer Panel, National Can¬ 
cer Institute, July 30, 1974, 9:30 a.m. to 
adjournment. National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Conference Room 2. 
This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9:30 a.m. to noon for a report from 
the Director. National Cancer Institute, 
and a report from the Chairman, Presi¬ 
dent’s Cancer Panel. The meeting will 
be closed to the public from 1:30 p.m. 
to adjournment for review and discus¬ 
sion of the proposed fiscal year 1976 
budget in accordance with the provisions 
set forth in Section 552(b) (5) of Title 5 
U.S. Code and 10(d) of Public Law 92- 
463. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31. 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open meeting and roster of committee 
members. 

Dr. Richard A. Tjalma, Executive 
Secretary, Building 31, Room 11A46, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014 (301/496-5854) will pro¬ 
vide substantive program information. 

Dated: May 22. 1974. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 

[FR Doc.74-12455 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


BOARD OF SCIENTIFIC COUNSELORS 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
Board of Scientific Counselors, National 
Eye Institute on July 11, 1974, in Build¬ 
ing 31. room 6A21, National Institutes 
of Health, Bethesda. Maryland. This 
meeting will be open to the public from 
8:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. on July 11, 1974 
for a discussion of the National Eye In¬ 
stitute intramural research programs 
with particular emphasis on the Clinical 
Branch, and a general review of the 
fiscal year 1975 budget. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space avail¬ 
able. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in section 552(b) 6 of Title 5, U.S. 
Code and Section 10(d) of P.L. 92-463, 
the meeting will be closed to the public 
from 9:30 am. to adjournment for the 
critique and evaluation of the Clinical 


Branch of the National Eye Institute 
and the preparation of a report by the 
Board of Scientific Counselors. 

Mr. Julian Morris, Program Planning 
Officer, National Eye Institute. Building 
31. room 6A27, telephone (301) 496-5248. 
will furnish summaries of the meeting 
and rosters of committee members. 

Substantive program information may 
also be obtained from Dr. Carl Kupfer, 
Director, National Eye Institute, Build¬ 
ing 31, room 6A03, National Institutes 
of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 
telephone (301) 498-2234. 

Dated: May 22. 1974. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 

[FR Doc.74-12453 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed Designation of Professional 

Standards Review Organization for Area 

VIII; Correction 

The following is a corrected version 
of the Notice to Physicians of the Pro¬ 
posed Designation of Professional Stand¬ 
ards Review Organization for Area VIII 
of California which appeared in FR Doc. 
74-11457 on page 17792 in the issue for 
Monday, May 20,1974. 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with section 1152(f) of the Social Se¬ 
curity Act and 42 CFR 100.104, that the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare proposes, subject to satisfactory 
completion of the contract negotiation 
process, to enter into an agreement with 
the San Joaquin Area Professional 
Standards Review Organization, Inc., 
designating it as the Professional Stand¬ 
ards Review Organization for PSRO 
Area VTH, which area is designated a 
Professional Standards Review Organi¬ 
zation in 42 CFR 101.7. 

The Secretary has determined that 
the San Joaquin Area Professional 
Standards Review Organization, Inc., is 
qualified to assume the duties and re¬ 
sponsibilities of a Professional Stand¬ 
ards Review Organization as specified in 
Title XI, Part B of the Social Security 
Act. The aforementioned organization is 
incorporated, according to the laws of 
the State of California, as a non-profit 
professional organization whose mem¬ 
bership is voluntary and comprises at 
least 25 percentum of the licensed doc¬ 
tors of medicine or osteppathy engaged 
in active practice in PSRO Area Vm. 
As stipulated in its Articles of Incorpora¬ 
tion, the principal officers of the San 
Joaquin Area Professional Standards 
Review Organization, Inc., are: 

Name and office held 

1. Robert E. Evert. M.D., President. 

2. Arnold Sheuerm&n, M.D., Vice President. 

3. Joseph Brakovec, M.D., Secretary- 
Treasurer. 

The official address of the corporation 
is 302 Fresno Street, Suite 102, Stockton, 
93712. 

Any licensed doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy engaged in active practice 
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in PSRO Area vm who objects to the 
Secretary entering into an agreement 
with the San Joaquin Area Professional 
Standards Review Organization, Inc., on 
the grounds that this organization is 
not representative of doctors in such 
area may, within thirty days of the date 
that tliis Notice was published in the 
Federal Register, mail such objection in 
writing to the Director, Office of Pro¬ 
fessional Standards Review, Department 
of Health. Education, and Welfare. P.O. 
Box #2111, Rockville, Maryland 20852. 
All such objections must include the 
physician’s address, the location(s) of 
his office, his signature, and a certifica¬ 
tion that such physician is engaged in 
the active practice of medicine or oste¬ 
opathy tLe.) direct patient care and re¬ 
lated clinical activities, administrative 
duties in a medical facility or other 
health related institution, and/or medi¬ 
cal or osteopathic teaching or research 
activity). 

Pursuant to 42 CFR 101.103, the Sec¬ 
retary has determined that 433 doctors 
of medicine and osteopathy are engaged 
in active practice hi the PSRO Area VIIL 
In the event that more than 10 per- 
centum of such doctors express objec¬ 
tions as described in the preceding chap¬ 
ter. the Secretary will, in accordance 
with 42 CFR 101.106, conduct a poll of 
all such doctors of medicine or osteop¬ 
athy in such area to determine whether 
the San Joaquin Area Professional 
Standards Review Organization, Inc., is 
representative of such doctors in such 
area. 

Dated: May 14,1974. 

Henry E. Simmons. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Health , Director , Office of Pro - 
fessional Standards Review. 

|FR Doc.74-12358 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


MASSACHUSETTS 

Proposed Designation of Professional 
Standards Review Organization for 
PSRD Area IV; Correction 

The following is a corrected version of 
the Notice to Physicians of the Proposed 
Designation of Professional Standards 
Review Organization for Area IV of 
Massachusetts which appeared in FR 
Doc. 74-11458 on page 17793 in the issue 
for Monday. May 28,1974. 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with section 1152 (f) o f the Social Secu¬ 
rity Act and 42 CFR 100.104, that the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare proposes, subject to satisfactory 
completion of the contract negotiation 
process, to enter into an agreement writh 
the Bay State Professional Standards 
Review Organization, Inc., designating it 
as the Professional Standards Review 
Organization for PSRO Area IV located 
in the State of Massachusetts, which area 
is designated a Professional Standards 
Review Organization m 42 CFR 101.25. 


The Secretary has determined that the 
Bay State Professional Standards Review 
Organization. Inc., is qualified to assume 
the duties and responsibilities of a Pro¬ 
fessional Standards Review Organization 
as specified in Title XI, Part B of the 
Social Security Act. The aforementioned 
organization is incorporated, according 
to the laws of the State of Massachusetts, 
as a non-profit professional organization 
whose membership is voluntary and com¬ 
prises at least 25 percentum of the li¬ 
censed doctors of medicine or osteopathy 
engaged in active practice in the State 
of Massachusetts. As stipulated in its 
Articles of Incorporation, the principal 
officers of the Bay State Professional 
Standards Review’ Organization, Inc., 
are: 

Name and office held 

1. Robert J. Brennan, M.D., President. 

2. Curtis Prout, MD.. Vice President. 

3. Richard Kahan, Executive Director. 

4. Russell Rowell, M.D., Secretary. 

5. Edward P. Hanley. Treasurer. 

The official address of the corporation 
is 100 Charles River Plaza, Boston, Mas¬ 
sachusetts 02114. 

Any licensed doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy engaged in active practice in 
the State of Massachusetts who objects 
to the Secretary entering into an agree¬ 
ment with the Bay State PSRO Inc., on 
the grounds that this organization is not 
representative of doctors in such area 
may, within thirty days of the date that 
this Notice was published in the Federal 
Register, mail such objection in writing 
to the Director, Office of Professional 
Standards Review, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, P.O. 
Box #2111, Rockville, Maryland 20852. 
All such objections must include the 
physician’s address, the location(s) of his 
office, his signature, and a certification 
that such physician is engaged in the 
active practice of medicine or osteopathy 
(i.e., direct patient care and related clin¬ 
ical activities, administrative duties in 
a medical facility or other health related 
institution, and/or medical or osteo¬ 
pathic teaching or research activity). 

Pursuant to 42 CFR 101.103. the Secre¬ 
tary has determined that 7.884 doctors 
of medicine and osteopathy are engaged 
in active practice in the PSRO Area IV. 
In the event that more than 10 per¬ 
centum of such doctors express objec¬ 
tions as described in the preceding chap¬ 
ter, the Secretary will, in accordance 
with 42 CFR 101.106, conduct a poll of 
all such doctors of medicine or osteo¬ 
pathy in such area to determine whether 
the Bay State Professional Standards 
Review Organization. Inc., is represent¬ 
ative of such doctors in such area. 

Dated: May 14,1974. 

Henry E. Simmons. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Health. Director , Office of 
Professional Standards Re¬ 
view. 

| FR Doc.74-12357 Dated 5-30-74.8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Interstate Land Sales 
Registration 

(Administrative Division Docket No. 74-26: 

Docket No. N-74-2341 

JONES ISLAND, ET AL 
Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that: 

1. Jones Island Development Corpora¬ 
tion, John R. Schneider. President, its 
officers and agents, hereinafter referred 
to as "Respondent/* having offices in 
Metairie, Louisiana, being subject to the 
provisions of the Interstate Land Sales 
Full Disclosure Act (Pub. L. 90-448) (15 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), received a Notice of 
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear¬ 
ing dated March 27, 1974. which was 
sent to the developer pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 1710.45(b) 
(1) informing the developer of informa¬ 
tion obtained by the Office of Interstate 
Land Sales Registration showing that a 
change had occurred which affected ma¬ 
terial facts in the Developer’s Statement 
of Record for Jones Island, located in 
the Parish of Tangipahoa. State of Lou¬ 
isiana, and the failure of the Developer 
to amend the pertinent sections of the 
Statement of Record and Property Re¬ 
port. 

2. The Respondent filed an answer 
Arpil 26, 1974. in answer to the allega¬ 
tions of the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for a Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for a Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(b), it is hereby ordered , That a 
public hearing for the purpose of taking 
evidence on the questions set forth in the 
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity 
for Hearing will be held before Admin¬ 
istrative Law f Judge F. P. MicheLs. 4015 
Wilson Boulevard, 11th Floor, Arlington. 
Virginia on June 12, 1974, at 10:00 a.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: 

All affidavits and a list of all witnesses 
are requested to be filed with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, HUD Building, Room 10150. 
Washington, D.C. 20410 on or before 
June 6, 1974. 

5. The Respondent, is hereby notified 
that failure to appear at the above sched¬ 
uled hearing shall be deemed a default 
and the proceeding shall be determined 
against Respondent, the allegations of 
which shall be deemed to be true, and 
an order Suspending the Statement of 
Record, herein identified, shall be Issued 
pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1), 
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This Notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

Dated: May 22, 1974. 

By the Secretary. 

George K. Bernstein, 
Interstate Land Sales 

Administrator. 
(PR Doc.74-12400 Piled 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


[Administrative Division Dockets Nos. 74-29, 
74-25, 74-27, 74-28; Docket No. N-74-235| 

WALKER LAND, UNIT 2 
Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that: 

In the matters of Walker Land, Unit 2; 
LaBranche Industrial Park; LaFitte’s 
Treasure Isle; Ruddock, AKA Walker 
Land, Unit 1; et al. Administrative Divi¬ 
sion Docket Nos. 74-29, 74-25, 74-27, and 
74-28. 

1 . Walker Land Company, Inc., Paul 
W. Gillaspy, President, its officers and 
agents, hereinafter referred to as “Re¬ 
spondent/* having offices in Metairie, 
Louisiana, being subject to the provisions 
of the Interstate Land Sales Full Dis- 
closurek Act (Pub. L. 90-448> (15 U.S.C. 
1701, et seq.) f received Notices of Pro¬ 
ceedings and Opportunity for Hearing 
dated March 27, 1974, which were sent to 
the developer pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706 
(d) and 24 1710.45(b)(1) informing the 
developer of information obtained by the 
Office of Interstate Land Sales Registra¬ 
tion showing that changes had occurred 
which affected material facts in the De¬ 
veloper’s Statements of Record for 
Walker Land, Unit 2; LaBranche Indus¬ 
trial Park; LaFitte’s Isle; Ruddock, AKA 
Walker Land, Unit 1; located in Jefferson 
Parish and neighboring Parishes. State 
of Louisiana, and the failure of the De¬ 
veloper to amend the pertinent sections 
of the Statements of Record and Property 
Reports. 

2. The Respondent filed answers 
April 26, 1974, in answer to the allega¬ 
tions of the Notices of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for a Hearing. 

3. In said Answers the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notices of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for a Hearing. 

4. Therefore, pursuant to the pro- 
visions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(b), it is hereby ordered , That 
a public hearing for the purpose of tak¬ 
ing evidence on the questions set forth 
in the Notices of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing will be held before 
Administrative Law Judge F. P. Michels, 
4015 Wilson Boulevard. 11th Floor, Ar¬ 
lington, Virginia, on June 12. 1974 as 
10:00 a.m. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: 

All affidavits and a list of all witnesses 
are requested to be filed with the Hearing 
Clerk, HUD Building, Room 10150, 
Washington. D.C., 20410 on or before 
June 5, 1974. 

5. The Respondent is hereby notified 
that failure to appear at the above 


scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de¬ 
fault and the proceeding shall be deter¬ 
mined against Respondent, the allega¬ 
tions of which shall be deemed to be true, 
and an order Suspending the Statements 
of Record, herein identified, shall be is¬ 
sued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1). 

This Notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 
CFR 1720.440. 

Dated: May 22,1974. 

By the Secretary. 

George K. Bernstein, 
Interstate Land Sales 
Administrator . 

[FR Doc.74-12491 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

[Docket No. 13817; Notice No. 74-20[ 

RESTRICTED AREA AND CONTINENTAL 
OPERATIONS RANGE SEGMENTS 

. Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has received a proposal from the De¬ 
partment of the Air Force that would 
designate a new restricted area and two 
new areas where special air traffic rules 
would apply. These new areas are located 
adjacent to existing restricted areas lo¬ 
cated generally north of Nellis AFB near 
Las Vegas. Nevada. In addition, the Air 
Force proposal w r ould restructure re¬ 
stricted area R-4807'into three separate 
areas and would redesignate it and re¬ 
stricted areas R-4806 and R-4809 as joint 
use airspace. 

This advance notice of proposed rule 
making is being issued in accordance 
with the FAA’s policy for early institution 
of public proceedings in actions related to 
rule making. An “advance” notice is is¬ 
sued to invite early public participation 
in the identification and selection of a 
course or alternate courses of action with 
respect to a particular rule making 
action. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of the 
Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket, 
AGC-24, 800 Independence Avenue SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20591. All communica¬ 
tions received on or before August 2,1974, 
will be considered by the Administrator 
before taking action with respect to the 
subject matter. All comments w r ill be 
available, both before and after the clos¬ 
ing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket, for examination by interested 
persons. Copies of comments will also be 
available for examination at the Office 
of the Chief, Airspace and Procedures 
Branch, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 15000 S. Avia¬ 
tion Boulevard. Lawndale. California 
90261. 

Informal meetings to present the Air 


Force’s airspace proposal, together with 
question and answer sessions, will be held 
during the comment period in order that 
interested persons may avail themselves 
of all aspeots and present their views 
These meetings are scheduled for 
June 25,1974, at 1:00 p.m., and 7:30 p.m . 
Room 1, Las Vegas Convention Center. 
Las Vegas, Nevada. 

The newly designated areas proposed 
by the Air Force are part of an overall 
program entitled a Continental Opera¬ 
tions Range (COR), for the operational 
testing and evaluation of aircraft weap¬ 
ons systems. The COR encompasses an 
area describing approximately a triangle 
having corners at Reno, Nevada; Salt 
Lake City, Utah; and Las Vegas. Nevada 
Designation of airspace for the COR pro¬ 
gram is limited to the one new restricted 
area and two special use areas described 
in this notice. 

The Air Force request for the new r re¬ 
stricted area is based upon a need for 
an area adjacent to existing restricted 
areas for delivery of weapons that will 
impact within existing restricted area 
R-4807. Since flight within the new re¬ 
stricted area could be potentially haz¬ 
ardous to other aircraft, and since there 
is not adequate radar surveillance within 
the area to provide separation and in¬ 
sure safety, the new restricted area is 
considered necessary by the Air Force. 
This restricted area would be designated 
joint use, that is. available to the public 
when not in use by the Air Force. When 
adequate radar surveillance and control 
become available, the new restricted 
area would be revoked and the airspace 
w r ould become part of the eastern COR 
airspace. 

The Air Force plans to provide exten¬ 
sive instrumentation and communica¬ 
tion capability, including expanded 
radar surveillance. These facilities, al¬ 
though primarily oriented to support the 
military activity, will be employed also 
to enhance the safe transit of all air¬ 
craft. 

The FAA and the Air Force wish to 
minimize the burden of the Continental 
Operations Range on nonparticipating 
aircraft and request public comment 
concerning alternate airspace options 
and regulatory concepts that may be 
available. 

The Air Force proposal envisions a 
three phase development for the near- 
term, mid-term, and far-term require¬ 
ments. The three steps, as planned by 
the Air Force, cover the development pe¬ 
riods from the present through June. 
1975, the mid-term through June. 1978. 
and the far-term through June. 1983 
The mid-term and far-term require¬ 
ments are not projected to include addi¬ 
tional airspace. It is anticipated that 
restricted airspace will be reduced. 

The Continental Operations Range is 
required by the Air Force to develop a 
realistic operational environment for 
simulating combat conditions with the 
capability to test and evaluate air crew’ 
effectiveness in the delivery of airborne 
munitions and performance of combat 
tactics. Specifically, the military activity 
to be scheduled within the special rule 
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areas and the new restricted area would 
include the following: air-to-air combat 
maneuvering: air-to-ground attack ma¬ 
neuvering; simulated combat search and 
rescue; simulated combat tactical air¬ 
lift; reconnaissance missions at low and 
intermediate altitudes at varying speeds: 
tests of remotely piloted vehicles; and 
simulated strategic bombing missions. 
Activities will be conducted through in¬ 
dividual aircraft missions, small forma¬ 
tions and, on occasion, large scale exer¬ 
cises. 

The two new segments of airspace, re¬ 
quested by the Air Force and identified 
as “COR North" and “COR East," 
wherein special air traffic rules apply, 
would be used for operational testing 
under simulated combat conditions. The 
maneuvers would include both high 


speed, subsonic low altitude and vertical 
movement tactics. TO accommodate this 
activity, with safety, an area as free as 
possible from population density and air 
traffic density is desired. The proposed 
area was selected on this basis. 

Every effort will be made consistent 
with safety to allow flight through the 
COR area. Accordingly, visual flight 
rules (VFR) flight corridors are planned 
along commonly flown east-west and 
north-south routes. Although communi¬ 
cations are encouraged to aid in provid¬ 
ing separation, flight through these cor¬ 
ridors would be permitted without radio 
communication or prior permission. An 
east-west corridor is proposed as being 
along V-244 from 1,500 feet AGL up to 
12,500 feet MSL. North-south corridors, 
as shown In the diagram, are proposed 


for the same altitudes and are generally 
located above highways for easy identi¬ 
fication. 

In order to cause the least amount of 
inconvenience to transiting pilots, ex¬ 
isting restricted areas R-4807 and R- 
4806, which form part of the COR, 
R—4809, and the new restricted area 
identified as R-4817, would all be desig¬ 
nated as joint use areas. This would pro¬ 
vide for release of this airspace for pub¬ 
lic use w'hen it is not needed by the using 
agency. 

The following diagram describes the 
Air Force proposal for the COR includ¬ 
ing restricted areas R-481, the pro¬ 
posed realignment of restricted area 
R—4807, Rr-4808, R-4809, the proposed 
special rule areas, COR-North and COR- 
East. and the proposed VFR Flight cor¬ 
ridors. 
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The details of the areas shown on the 
diagram would be as follows: 

X. R-4817 Tonopah. Nevada (as pro¬ 
posed) . 

Boundaries. Bounded on the E by longitude 
115*18*00" W.; on the S.. W., and N. by a line 
from latitude 37*17*00" N., longitude 

116*18*00*' W.; via latitude 37*17*00" N., 
longitude 116 c 35'00" W.; latitude 37*33*00" 
N., longitude 115*35*00" W.; latitude 

37*33*00" N.. longitude 115°53*00*' W.; lati¬ 
tude 37*42*00" N., longitude 115*63*00" W., 
latitude 37“42*00" N.. longitude 116° 11**00** 
W.; latitude 37*63*00** N., longitude 116*- 
11*00** W.; latitude 37°63'25'* N.. longitude 
116*38*20" W.; latitude 37*69*55" N. longi¬ 
tude 116*38*10" W.; latitude 38*00 10" N.. 
longitude 116*33*30" W.; latitude 38*00*30*' 
N., longitude 116*33*45" W.; latitude 38°- 
01*50** N., longitude 116*19*45" W.; latitude 
38°0r40" N., longitude 115*58*40" W.; lati¬ 
tude 3S'06'00" N.. longitude 116 28*00'* W.; 
to latitude 38*07*00" N., longitude 115°18'00" 
W. 

Altitude. 200 feet AGL to but not including 
FL 180. 

Time. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC Cen¬ 
ter. 

Using agency. Commander, Continental 
Operations Range, Neills AFB, Nevada. 

2. R-4807 Tonopah, Nevada, would be 
redesignated as R-4807 A, B, and C. 

(a) R-4807A Tonopah, Nevada. 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 37*53*00" 

N.. longitude 116*30*00** W.; via latitude 
37 , 63'00" N.. longitude 116*11*00" W.; lati¬ 
tude 37*42*00" N., longitude 116*11*00" W.; 
latitude 37*42*00*' N.. longitude 115*53*00" 
W.; latitude 37*33*00" N., longitude 

115*53*00" W.: latitude 37*33*00" N.. longi- 
titude 116*30*00" W.; to the point of 

beginning. 

Altitude. Unlimited. 

Time . Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. Commander, Continental 
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada. 

(b) R—4807B Tonopah. Nevada. 

Boundaries. Bounded on the N. by latitude 

37°33*00" N.; on the E. by longitude 

116*00*00** W.; on the 8. by latitude 

37*16*00" N.; on the W. by longitude 

lie" 30 * 00 " w. 

Altitude. Unlimited. 

Time. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. Commander, Continental 
Operations Range. Nellis, AFB. Nevada. 

(c) R-4807C Tonopah. Nevada. 

Boundaries. Bounded on the N. by latitude 

87*33*00" N.; on the E. by longitude 

116*30*00" W.; on the 8. and W. by a line 
from latitude 36*51*00'' N.. longitude 

116°30'00" W.; via latitude 36*51*00" N.. lon¬ 
gitude 116*33*30" W.; latitude 37*26*30" N., 
longitude 117*04*30" W.; to latitude 

37*33*00" N.. longitude 117*03*40'* W. 

Altitude. Unlimited. 

Time. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. Commander, Continental 
Operations Range, Nellis AFB. Nevada. 

3. Special Rule Airspace. 

Description of area . (a) Continental Op¬ 
erations Range North (COR-North). 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 37*59* 
65" N.. longitude 116*38*10" W.; via latitude 
38*00*00" N.. longitude 116*34*00" W.; lati¬ 
tude 38*01*00" N., longitude 116*33*30" W.; 


latitude 38 c 01*50" N.. longitude 116*19*45" 
W.: latitude 38*01*40" N., longitude 115*58' 
00" W.; latitude 38*06*00" N.. longitude 
115*28*00" W.; latitude 38*07*00" N.. longi¬ 
tude 115*18*00" W.; latitude 38*10*50" N.. 
longitude 114*24*40" W.; latitude 38*11*50" 
N., longitude 114*27*30" W.; latitude 38*30' 
00" N.. longitude 114*35*15" W.: latitude 
38*30*00" N.. longitude 116*38*00" W.; to 
the point of beginning. 

Altitude. 100 feet to but not including 
FL 180. 

Time. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Salt Lake City ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. Commander, Continental 
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada. 

(b) Continental Operations Range East 
(COR-East). 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 38*07* 
00" N.. longitude 115°18'00" W.; via latitude 
37*17*00" N., longitude 115*18*00" W.: lati¬ 
tude 37*17*00" N., longitude 113*58*45" W.; 
latitude 37*31*00" N.. longitude 113*47*30" 
W.: latitude 37*36*00" N.. longitude 113*44' 
00" W.; latitude 37*41*00" N.. longitude 
113*40*00" W.: latitude 37*52*20" N.. longi¬ 
tude 113*30*30" W.; latitude 38*11*00" N., 
longitude 114°24'30" W.; to the point of 
beginning. 

Altitude. 100 feet to but not Including 
FL 180. 

Time. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Los Angeles ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. Commander. Continental 
Operations Range, Nellis AFB, Nevada. 

VFR CORRIDORS 

(a) COR-North—Flyway A. Beginning at 
latitude 38*30*00" N.. longitude 115*55*00" 
W.; thence southwest, one NM on either side 
of U.8. Highway 6 to latitude 38*08*30" N., 
longitude 116*38*00" W. 

(2) Flyway B. Beginning at latitude 38° 
30*00" N., longitude 115°37'00'* W.; thence 
southwest, one NM on either side of a direct 
line to latitude 38° 13*00" N., longitude 115° 
48*00" W. 

(3) Flyway C. Beginning at latitude 38* 
30*00" N.. longitude 115°01'30" W.; thence 
south, one NM on either side of State High¬ 
way 38 to latitude 38° 16*45" N., longitude 
116°01*45" W. 

(4) Flyway D. V-244 will serve as a VFR 
fly way for east/west bound traffic between 
Tonopah and Wilson Creek, Nevada. 

(b ) COR-East —(1) Flyway A. Beginning 
at latitude 37*17*00" N., longitude 115* 
07*00" W.; thence north one NM on either 
side of U8. Highway 93 to latitude 37*31' 
40" N., longitude 115° 13*30" W.; thence 
northwest one NM on either side of State 
Highway 25 to latitude 37°32'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 115° 14*00" W.: thence north one NM 
on either side of State Highway 38 to lati¬ 
tude 38°08'30" N.. longitude 114*58*06" W. 

(2) Flyway B x Beginning at latitude 37*- 
17*00" N.. longitude 114*28*25" W.; thence 
north one NM on either side of the Union 
Pacific Railroad to Caliente, Nevada: thence 
north one NM on either side of XJJS. High¬ 
way 93 to latitude 38° 10*05" N., longitude 
114°35'20" W. 

(3) Flyway C. Beginning at latitude 37*- 
47*30" N.. longitude 114°24'30" W.: thei\ce 
east one NM on either side of U8. Highway 
25 to Modena, Utah; thence northeast one 
NM on either side of the Union Pacific Rail¬ 
road to latitude 37*54*30" N., longitude 
113*37*30" W. 

Based on the foregoing, PAA solicits 
the views of all interested persons con¬ 
cerning the Air Force proposal. The PAA 
is particularly interested in receiving 


comments regarding the following as¬ 
pects of the proposal: 

1. The present level of VFR activity in the 
affected areas. 

2. The effect of this proposal on present 
VFR activity. 

3. The effect this proposal would have on 
existing airports underlying the proposed 
airspace. 

4. The suitability of the proposed VFR 
flight corridors. 

5. The effect of this proposal on Instru¬ 
ment Flight Rule (IFR) traffic in the area. 

6. The type of communication such as 
direct telephone, or radio needed by clvU 
users within the proposed airspace. 

7. The regulatory options available to as¬ 
sure safe entry and transit through the area. 
Including the possible need for air traffic 
control clearances. 

8. Possible alternatives to the proposed 
new restricted area and the proposed special 
rule areas. 

Comments are also invited concern¬ 
ing the potential environmental impact 
of implementing the actions proposed 
herein. In this connection, a Notice of 
Intent to prepare an environmental im¬ 
pact statement with respect to the Con¬ 
tinental Operations Range was published 
by the Air Force in the Federal Register 
(38 FR 31691) on November 16, 1973. 
Comments concerning the environmen¬ 
tal impact of the military use of the air¬ 
space discussed in this Notice should be 
sent to Dr. Billy E. Welch, Special As¬ 
sistant for Environmental Quality. De¬ 
partment of the Air Force, Washington, 
D.C. 20330. Comments concerning other 
potential environmental impact (such as 
the affect of the Continental Operations 
Range on civil aircraft fuel usage) 
should be included in the comments to 
the rules docket for this notice. 

(Secs. 307 and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958. 49 US.C. 1348, 1354(a); and sec. 
6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 49 
US.C. 1655(C)) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on May 
24, 1974. 

Raymond G. Belanger, 

Director, Air Traffic Service, AAT-1. 

[FR Doc.74-12508 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


GREENBRIER VALLEY AIRPORT; 
LEWISBURG, W. VA. 

Airport Traffic Control Tower; Notice of 
Commissioning 

Notice is hereby given that an Airport 
Traffic Control Tower will be commis¬ 
sioned at Greenbrier Valley Airport, 
Lewisburg, W. Va., on or about June 15. 
1974. Hours of operation will be 9:30 a.m. 
to 5:30 p.m., daily local time. The tower 
will improve the operational flow and 
safety of terminal traffic consisting pre¬ 
dominantly of general aviation aircraft. 
Communications to the Airport Traffic 
Control Tower should be addressed as 
follows: 

Airport Traffic Control Tower 
Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Greenbrier Valley Airport 
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Lowlsburg, W. Va. 24901 

(Sec. 313 (a). 72 Stat. 752; 49 U.S.C. 1354) 

Issued in New York, N.Y., on May 7, 
1974. 

James Bispo. 

Acting Director, 
Eastern Region. 
[FR Doc.74-12441 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


JOE Docket Number 74-SW-l] 

PAN AMERICAN BROADCASTING CORP. 
Notice of Petition for and Grant of Review 

On April 10, 1974, the Federal Aviation 
Administration Southwest Region is¬ 
sued a Determination of Hazard to Air 
Navigation under Aeronautical Study 
Number 73-SW-1841-OE. The determi¬ 
nation concerns a proposal by Pan 
American Broadcasting Corporation, 
Austin, Texas, to construct a television 
antenna tower near Santa Maria, Texas, 
at latitude 26°06'21" north, longitude 
97°49'59" west. The overall height of the 
structure would be 1,494 feet above 
ground level and 1,549 feet above mean 
sea level. 

Mr. Eugene F. Mullin, Attorney for the 
proponent, has petitioned the Adminis¬ 
trator of the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration for a discretionary review of the 
determination. The petition submits that 
the determination is erroneous, both 
substantively and procedurally. 

Pursuant to the authority in $ 77.37(c) 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations, 
which has been delegated to me (30 
FR 13023), the petition for discretion¬ 
ary review is hereby granted. The review 
will be conducted on the basis of written 
materials as set forth in Federal Avi¬ 
ation Regulations, § 77.37(c) (1>. 

Interested persons may. within 30 days 
of the date of issuance of this notice, 
submit aeronautical information rele¬ 
vant to the question as to whether or not 
the proposed television antenna structure 
would have an adverse effect on the safe 
and efficient use of airspace by aircraft. 
Each submission must contain sufficient 
detail to establish a clear understanding 
of the reason for any claim. Submissions 
should be in triplicate and addressed to 
the Chief, Airspace Obstruction and Air¬ 
ports Branch, AAT-240, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. 

Pending final disposition of the peti¬ 
tion, the Determination of Hazard to 
Air Navigation issued by the Southwest 
Region under Aeronautical Study Num¬ 
ber 73-SW-l841 —OE is not final. 

Issued in Washington, D C., on May 23. 
1974. 

Raymond G. Belanger, 
Director , Air Traffic Service. 

[FR Doc.74-12442 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 amj 


Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation 

ADVISORY BOARD 
Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, section 


10(a) (2), dated October 6. 1972, that an 
open meeting of the Advisory Board of 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation will be held at the Corpora¬ 
tion’s Administration Building, Seaway 
Circle, Massena, New York on June 20, 
1974 at 2:30 p.m. 

Agenda items are as follows: 

(1) Opening remarks by the Administra¬ 
tor; 

(2) Approval of minutes of prior meeting; 

(3) Administrative report; 

(4) Program reviews; 

(5) Closing remarks. 

Reservations and further information 
may be obtained from Mr. Robert Kraft, 
Special Assistant to the Administrator, 
Office of the Administrator. Saint Law¬ 
rence Seaway Development Corporation, 
800 Independence Avenue, SW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590, or by calling 202-426- 
3574. 

Issued: May 24,1974. 

f seal] D. W. Oberlin, 

Administrator. 

1FR Doc.74-12468 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

CITIZENS’ ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 

TRANSPORTATION QUALITY AD HOC 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

Notice of Meeting 

An ad hoc public transportation sub- 
commitee of the Citizens* Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on Transportation Quality of the 
Department of Transportation will meet 
at 9:00 a.m. on Monday and Tuesday, 
June 10-11, 1974, in Room 8440, 400-7th 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 

The Citizens’ Advisory Committee on 
Transportation Quality recommends 
transportation initiatives to the Secre¬ 
tary of Transportation and assesses 
transportation policies from the con¬ 
sumers’ viewpoint. The subcommittee is 
meeting to formulate recommendations 
on improving the quality of public trans¬ 
portation for consideration by the full 
Committee. 

This meeting is open to the public. 
Anyone wishing to attend or obtain 
further information, should contact Mr. 
Joseph DelVecchio, Executive Director 
of the Committee at 202/426-4283. 

This notice is given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 10 of the Federal Advisory Commit¬ 
tee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 27, 
1974. 

Benjamin O. Davis, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Environ¬ 
ment, Safety , and Consumer 
Affairs. 

IFR Doc .74-12581 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 &m] 


fOST Docket No. 22; Notice No. 74-9 \ 

STANDARD TIME ZONE BOUNDARIES 

Operating Exceptions; CP Rail—Quebec 
Central Railway 

Effective 2 a.m. eastern nonadvanced 
(standard) time, Sunday, January 6, 


1974, until 2 a.m. eastern advanced (day¬ 
light saving) time Sunday, April 27, 

1975, CP Rail—Quebec Central Railway 
is granted exceptions from the standard 
times of the time zones created by Con¬ 
gress in the Act of March 19, 1918, as 
amended by the Uniform Time Act of 
1966 (15 US.C. 260-67). The exceptions 
permit operation on eastern nonadvanced 
time from various points in the States 
of Maine and Vermont to the border be¬ 
tween Canada and the United States, 
despite the fact that the areas concerned 
are officially on eastern advanced time. 
The points concerned in the State of 
Maine are Jackman-Green ville-Browu - 
ville Junction, Vanceboro-Danforth- 
Mattawamkeag-Brownville Junction. 
Houlton, and Fort Fai rfield-Caribou - 
Presque Isle. The points concerned in the 
State of Vermont are Richford-North 
Troy-Newport-Wells River and Newport. 
These exceptions do not. however, permit 
the railroad in its public schedules and 
notices to show the areas concerned ;is 
being on other than eastern advanced 
time. 

(Act of March 18. 1918, &6 amended by the 
Uniform Time Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 260-67) : 
sec. 6(e) (5) of the Department of Transpor¬ 
tation Act (49 US.C. 1655(e)(5)); sec. 1.59 
(b) of the Regulations of the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation (49 CJJ l. 1.59 
<b).) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Mav 24. 
1974. 

Rodney E. Eyster. 

General Counsel. 

|FR Doc.74-12573 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

(Docket Nos. 50-400. 50-401, 50-402, 50-403] 

CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT CO. (SHEA 

RON HARRIS NUCLEAR POWER PLANT, 

UNITS 1, 2, 3 AND 4) 

Notice of Change in Hearing Date 

Please take notice that the public evi¬ 
dentiary hearing that had been sched¬ 
uled for June 4, 1974 in Raleigh. North 
Carolina to consider the application of 
the Carolina Power & Light Company 
(Applicant) for AEC construction per¬ 
mits to build the Shearon Harris Nuclear 
Plant, has been postponed to July 16. 
1974. 

The subject hearing to take place be¬ 
fore an Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board (the Board) pursuant to the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission Rules of Practice 
will commence at 9:30 a.m. e.s.t. July 16. 
1974 at the following location: 

U.8. District Court 
810 New Bern Avenue 
Courtroom No. 2 
Raleigh, North Carolina 

The issues to be determined in this 
proceeding wiD be those health, safety 
and environmental matters set forth in 
the Commission’s Notice of Healing 
dated September 21, 1972 (37 FR 20344. 
Sept. 29, 1972), as well as the matters in 
controversy between the parties, as set 
forth in prior prehearing conference or¬ 
ders of this Board, together with such 
further modifications to specific con- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 












NOTICES 


19257 


tentions as may result from complying 
with other Orders of this Board. 

Interested members of the public are 
invited to attend the public hearing. 

Issued at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
24th day of May. 1974. 

It is so ordered. 

Atomic Safety an*> Licens¬ 
ing Board. 

Thomas W. Reilly, 

Chairman . 

[FR Doc.74-12451 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER 
COMPANY ET AL. 

[Docket No. 50-3361 

Order Extending Construction Completion 
Dates 

The Millstone Point Company, The 
Connecticut Light and Power Company, 
The Hartford Electric Light Company, 
and Western Massachusetts Electric 
Company, are the holders of Construc¬ 
tion Permit No. CPPR-76 issued by the 
Atomic Energy Commission on Decem¬ 
ber 11, 1970, for construction of the Mill¬ 
stone Nuclear Power Station, Unit 2, 
presently under construction at the Com¬ 
panies’ site in the Town of Waterford, 
Connecticut. 

On February 14, 1974, The Millstone 
Point Company, on behalf of itself and 
the other three companies, filed a re¬ 
quest for an extension of the completion 
date because construction has been de¬ 
layed due to (1) late delivery of equip¬ 
ment, (2) facility design revisions, and 
(3) shortage of critical crafts. Additional 
information to support the request was 
provided by letter dated March 22, 1974. 
This action involves no significant haz¬ 
ards consideration; good cause has been 
shown for the delays; and the requested 
extension is for a reasonable period, the 
bases for which are set forth in a staff 
evaluation d^ted Mav 15,1974. 

It is hereby ordered that the latest 
completion date for CPPR-76 is extended 
from July 1, 1974 to July 1. 1975. 

Date of issuance; May 23, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. C. DeYoung, 

Assistant Director for Light 
Water Reactors Group 1 , Di¬ 
rectorate of Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-12460 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 60-3] 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF 
NEW YORK. INC. 

Request for Variance 

The Consolidated Edison Company of 
New York, Inc. (licensee) is authorized 
by Provisional Operating License No. 
DPR-5 to operate a nuclear power re¬ 
actor identified as Unit No. 1 at the 
licensee's Indian Point Station, located 


in Westchester County. New York at 
steady-state power levels up to 615 MWt. 
The licensee has requested a variance for 
Unit No. 1 from the July 1. 1974, require¬ 
ment for achieving compliance with the 
Commission’s Interim Acceptance Cri¬ 
teria (36 FR 12247, June 29, 1971) for 
emergency core cooling systems for light- 
water reactors. 

Notice is hereby given that the Director 
of Regulation is considering the re¬ 
quested variance which would extend the 
deadline for achieving compliance for 
Indian Point Station, Unit No. 1. from 
July 1. 1974, to March 1. 1975. The vari¬ 
ance may be granted upon a finding that 
good cause has been shown, and that 
there is reasonable assurance that the 
granting of the variance will not ad¬ 
versely affect the health and safety of 
the public. The Director of Regulation 
will consider and issue a determination, 
together with supporting reasons, with 
respect to the request for a variance. In 
that connection, the Director of Regula¬ 
tion invites the submission of views and 
comments by any interested persons. 
Such views and comments should be sub¬ 
mitted in writing, addressed to the Di¬ 
rector of Licensing, USAEC, Washington, 
D.C. 20545, not later than June 20. 1974. 

A copy of the licensee’s January 31, 
1974, request and related correspondence 
and documents are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., and at the Hendrick 
Hudson Free Library. 31 Albany Post 
Road. Montrose, New York. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 24th 
day of May, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert A. Purple, 

Chief Operating Reactors Branch 
#1 , Directorate of Licensing. 

[FR Doc.74-12449 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 amj 


[Docket No. 50-271] 

VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR POWER 

CORP. (VERMONT YANKEE NUCLEAR 

POWER STATION) 

Notice of Pre-Hearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that, in ac¬ 
cordance with the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board’s Order of 
May 23, 1974, a pre-hearing conference 
on the “inerting” question will be con¬ 
vened at 1:30 P.M. on Monday, June 10. 
1074 in the Appeal Panel hearing room, 
which is located on the Fifth floor of 
the East-West Towers Building. 4350 
East-West Highway. Bethesda, Mary¬ 
land. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 
Secretary to the Appeal Board. 

May 24,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-12447 Filed 6-30-74;8:46 am] 


[Dockets 50-434 and 50-485] 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 

Availability of Final Environmental State¬ 
ment for Surry Power Station Units 3 

and 4 

Pursuant to the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the United 
States Atomic Energy Commission’s reg¬ 
ulations in Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 
50, notice is hereby given that the Final 
Environmental Statement prepared by 
the Commission’s Directorate of Licens¬ 
ing, related to the proposed Surry Power 
Station Units 3 and 4. to be constructed 
by Virginia Electric and Power Company 
in Surry County. Virginia, is available 
for inspection by the public in the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room at 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C., and 
in the Swem Library. College of William 
and Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia 23185. 
The Final Environmental Statement is 
also being made available at the Council 
on the Environment, Eighth Street Office 
Building. Richmond, Virginia 23219. 

The notice of availability of the Draft 
Environmental Statement for the Surry 
Power Station Units 3 and 4 and requests 
for comments from interested persons 
was published in the Federal Register 
on February 22, 1974, 39 FR 6767. The 
comments received from Federal, State, 
local and interested members of the 
public have been included as appendices 
to the Final Environmental Statement. 

Single copies of the Final Environ¬ 
mental Statement may be obtained by 
writing the U.S. Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten¬ 
tion: Deputy Director for Reactor Proj¬ 
ects, Directorate of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, tills 23rd 
day of May 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Gordon K. Dicker, 
Chief , Environmental Projects 
Branch 2, Directorate of 
Licensing . 

[FR Doc.74-12448 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


[Dockets Nos. 6O-209A. 5O-270A, 50-287A, 
50-369A, 50-370A] 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Order for Final Prehearing Conference 

In the Matter of Duke Power Co. (Oco¬ 
nee Units 1, 2 & 3 McGuire Units 1 & 2). 

Take notice, and it is hereby ordered, 
that the Final Prehearing Conference 
in this proceeding shall convene at 9:30 
a.m. local time on Wednesday, June 12. 
1974, at the Postal Rate Commission. 
2000 L Street, NW., Washington, D.C„ 
Suite 500. 

This conference will be devoted en¬ 
tirely to final disposition of any pre¬ 
liminary matters relating to the Evi¬ 
dentiary Session in this proceeding 
scheduled to commence on June 25. 1974. 
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Issued at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
28th day of May 197* 

It is so ordered. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board, 

John B. Farmakides, 

Chairman. 

(FR Doc.74-12505 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 ami 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

I Docket No. 26574 J 

AIR AFRIQUE; FOREIGN AIR CARRIER 

PERMIT RENEWAL 

Republic of the Congo—New York, via In¬ 
termediate Points; Postponement of Pre- 

hearing Conference and Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that, at the re¬ 
quest of the applicant, the prehearing 
conference and hearing in the above- 
entitled proceding have been postponed 
from June 4, 1974 (39 FR 16917, May 
10, 1974), to Friday, June 28, 1974, at 
10 a.m. (local time) in Room 503, Uni¬ 
versal Building. 1825 Connecticut Ave¬ 
nue, NW., Washington, D.C. 

The hearing will be held immediately 
following the conclusion of the prehear¬ 
ing conference unless, on or before May 
28, 1974, as previously noticed, a person 
has objected or shown reason for further 
postponement. 

The time for the applicant to file direct 
exhibits and responses to the Bureau’s 
requests for evidence is extended to June 
19, 1974. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 23, 
1974. 

[seal] Frank M. Whiting. 

Administrative Law Judge. 

[FR Doc.74-12391 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 

[Docket No. 26603; Order No. 74-5-1191 

DELTA AIR LINES, INC. 

Puerto Rico/Virgin Islands Freight Rates; 

Order of Suspension 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 24th day of May, 1974. 

By tariff revisions 1 * issued April 23. and 
marked to become effective May 26, 1974, 
Delta Air Lines, Inc. (Delta) proposes to 
increase freight rates between San Juan 
and points in the contiguous 48 states 
typically by 8 percent. Specifically, Delta 
proposes to (1) increase bulk minimum 
charges per shipment from $10 to $13; 
*2) increase local bulk general commod¬ 
ity rates; <3) increase all bulk local 
specific commodity rates from San Juan 
to Memphis, New 7 Orleans, St. Louis, San 
Diego and San Francisco on such com¬ 
modities as chemicals, drugs, wearing 
apparel and other manufactured arti¬ 
cles; and (4) cancel local 5.000- and 
10 ,000-pound weight-break general com¬ 
modity rates in numerous markets. 

Delta asserts, inter alia, that these in¬ 
creases are justified by increased operat¬ 


1 Revisions to tariffs C.A.B. Nos. 174 and 

175 issued by Delta Air Lines, Inc. 


ing costs reflecting known fuel cost in¬ 
creases: the present average fuel price 
is 37.34 cents per gallon vs. 14.14 cents 
per gallon in 1973: the filing conforms to 
the pattern of increases recently per¬ 
mitted American Airlines, Inc., Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., and Pan American World 
Airways, Inc.; the proposal will result in 
only $22,000 in additional annual reve¬ 
nues. and this increase, taken with the 
recently permitted passenger fare in¬ 
crease, will still leave Delta in a loss 
position in the San Juan market. 

All of the proposed rates are revisions 
to rates already under investigation in 
Puerto Rico/Virgin Islands Freight 
Rates, Docket No. 26603 and accordingly 
within the scone of that proceeding. The 
issue before the Board is whether to 
suspend the rates or to permit them to 
become effective pending final decision 
in that investigation. 

The Board has reviewed Delta’s pro¬ 
posed rates in the light of industry aver¬ 
age costs of carrying air freight (includ¬ 
ing a full return on investment), which 
reflect recognition of the sharp increases 
in fuel costs recently experienced. Based 
upon these standards, certain of Delta’s 
proposed rates appear to exceed costs. 
Accordingly, the increased general com¬ 
modity rates, except minimum charges 
per shipment, between San Juan, on the 
one hand, and Baton Rouge. Beaumont, 
Dallas/Ft. Worth. Houston. Jackson, Ms.. 
Memphis, New Orleans, St. Louis, and 
Shreveport on the other hand, with ex¬ 
ceptions at certain weight-breaks, will be 
suspended. In addition, all increases in 
premium rates on human remains, live 
animals, and gold bullion, etc., will be 
suspended. The remaining increased bulk 
m ini m um charges per shipment, general 
commodity rates, cancellations of 5,000- 
and 10,000-pound general commodity 
rates, and increases in specific commod¬ 
ity rates will be permitted as they do not 
appear excessive in relation to costs. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
Sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof. 

It is ordered. That: 

1. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the increased rates, charges, and 
provisions described in Appendix A 3 
hereto are suspended and their use de¬ 
ferred to and including August 23, 1974 
unless otherwise ordered by the Board 
and that no change be made therein dur¬ 
ing the period of suspension except by or¬ 
der or special permission of the Board; 
and 

2. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariffs and served upon Delta 
Air Lines, Inc. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

fsEALl Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12395 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


* Appendix A filed as part of the original 
document. 


[Dockets Nos. 25280. 25513; Agreements 24302 

R—1 and R-2. 24381 R-l and R-2, 243J5 

R—1 and R-2; Order No. 74-5-1241 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Cargo Rates and Passenger Fares 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 24th day of May. 1974. 

By procedural Order 74-4-97 of April 
18, 1974, the Board set dates for the re¬ 
ceipt of justification, comments and ob¬ 
jections pertaining to Agreement C.A.B. 
24302 which would further increase cargo 
rates intended for application on or after 
June 1, 1974 over the North Atlantic and 
the Mid- and South Atlantic by an addi¬ 
tional five and four percent, respectively, 
as a consequence of increased fuel prices. 
The proposed increase in North Atlantic 
cargo rates w'ould add five percent to the 
applicable rate for New York to/from the 
point concerned in IATA Traffic Confer¬ 
ence 2 but would not anply to/from any 
points in Canada ot Poland. The four 
percent increase applicable to routes over 
the Mid-Atlantic and South Atlantic 
does not applv over the Mid-Atlantic 
to/from anv points in Mexico. The agree¬ 
ment also contains a special North At¬ 
lantic escape resolution which would per¬ 
mit a reduction of cargo rates and 
charges to/from the United States in the 
event that an uncompetitive situation is 
created in relation to those rates and 
charges to/from a'lja^ent points in Can¬ 
ada. The required documentation has 
been received and evaluated and the mat¬ 
ter now stands ready for the Board's 
decision. 

Justification has been submitted by 
National Airlines. Inc. (National), Pan 
American World Airways, Inc. (Pan 
American), and Trans World Airlines. 
Inc. (TWA). Feaboard World Airlines, 
Inc. (Seaboard) ha* submitted comments 
and data in support of the agreement. 

National alleges that its fuel costs will 
have increased from 8.43 to 19.13 cents 
per gallon between October 1, 1973 and 
Julv 1, 1974, an increase of almost 127 
percent. Using the Julv 1974 price of 
19.13 cents p*r gallon, which the carrier 
claims Is based on completed contracts 
at Miami and information provided by 
their London sunplier. National allocates 
$688,000 of their total fuel cost to their 
freight operations on the Miami-London 
route. The carrier projects that it will 
earn an additional $109,000 in freight 
revenue as a result of the proposed 5 per¬ 
cent increase in cargo rates for the North 
Atlantic. 

Pan American claims that its fuel 
prices for its Atlantic operations have in¬ 
creased from 12 70 cents per gallon in 
its base period (first quarter of 1973) to 
30.85 cents per gallon in March 1974 and 
is expected to be 39.40 cents per gallon in 
the forecast period used in their justifi¬ 
cation (year ending May 31, 1975). Based 
on the level of operations forecasted for 
tills period and the fuel consumption as¬ 
signed to cargo and freight services. Pan 
American claims that the fuel cost in¬ 
crease over their base period would be 
$12.8 million using March 1974 prices or 
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$18.8 million using prices expected to be 
in effect for the year ending May 31, 
1975. The carrier claims that the first 
two rounds of rate increases due to fuel 
netted them $11.7 million while approval 
of the instant agreement would further 
increase revenues by $4.9 million. Based 
on March 1974 fuel prices Pan American 
shows it would earn an excess of revenues 
due to fuel-related rate increases of $3.8 
million while, based on fuel prices ex¬ 
pected to be in effect for the year ending 
May 31, 1975, fuel cost increases would 
be $2.2 million greater than increased 
revenues due to the fuel-related rate in¬ 
creases. 

TWA alleges that fuel prices in its At¬ 
lantic division have increased from the 
base period in early 1973 of 12 cents per 
gallon to 42.40 cents per gallon in April 
1974, the latter figure representing their 
preliminary actual expense for that 
month. Based on traffic and capacity 
projections for the year ending Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1974 and fuel consumption allo¬ 
cated to all-cargo and freight carried in 
passenger aircraft, TWA claims an addi¬ 
tional $12.3 million in fuel expenses over 
its early 1973 base rate. The carrier 
shows a cumulative increase in revenue, 
on a yearly basis, from the two previous 
fuel-related rate increases plus the in¬ 
stant proposal of $8.5 million. The car¬ 
rier alleges this leaves them with an ad¬ 
ditional $3.8 million in unrecovered fuel 
expense. 

Seaboard has filed a document in sup¬ 
port of the instant agreement in which 
the carrier alleges that even with ap¬ 
proval of the agreement, it will incur a 
deficit of nearly $14 million in fuel ex¬ 
penses over the level the carrier had fore¬ 
casted. in April 1973 for the year 1974. 
Based on the fuel prices currently in ef¬ 
fect of 32.15 cents per gallon Seaboard 
calculates the additional fuel cost over 
the level forecasted for 1974 is $18 mil¬ 
lion. The carrier anticipates that after 
July 1, 1974 it will be paying 40.7 cents 
per gallon, which is equivalent to $26.4 
million over the forecasted 1974 level. 
Seaboard contends that it would receive 
an additional $8.8 million in revenue, on 
an annual basis, from the two previous 
rate increases. Approval of the instant 
agreement would increase its revenues by 
an additional $3.7 million for a total rev¬ 
enue increase of $12.5 million against ex¬ 
perienced fuel cost Increases of $18 mil¬ 
lion and anticipated fuel cost increases 
of $26.4 million. 

Upon consideration of the carrier jus¬ 
tifications and comments, we have con¬ 
cluded that the request for additional 
five and four percent increases in cargo 
rates in the North Atlantic and Mid- and 
South Atlantic areas, respectively, cov¬ 
ered by the instant agreement appears 
warranted in view of the continued in¬ 
creases in the cost of fuel. In reaching 
this conclusion we have adjusted the fuel 
cost data supplied by the carriers to re¬ 
flect the difference in price paid by the 
carriers in September 1973 (i.e. the prices 
paid before the October fuel crisis) and 


the latest data on prices actually paid or 
contracted for fuel, disallowing antici¬ 
patory price estimates. Based on this 
method of calculation we find the addi¬ 
tional fuel expenses to be: $306,000 for 
National. $10.9 million for Pan American, 
$11.7 million for TWA, and $16.4 million 
for Seaboard. The annualized revenue 
gain estimated from the two previous 
fuel-related rate increases of six and 
seven percent as well as the currently 
proposed five percent increase would be: 
$368,000 for National, $16.6 million for 
Pan American, $8.5 million for TWA; and 
$12.5 million for Seaboard. For the four 
carriers, therefore, the aggregate in¬ 
crease in cost due to fuel is $39.3 million 
whife the aggregate increase in revenue 
to offset the fuel cost increase is $38 mil¬ 
lion. In sum we conclude that the pro¬ 
posed increases are justified by the fuel 
costs experienced by the carriers, are not 
unreasonable and should be approved. 
In addition we will approve the agree¬ 
ment containing the special North At¬ 
lantic escape resolution which will permit 
cargo rates and charges to and from the 
United States to be adjusted to the level 


Accordingly, It i$ ordered. That: 

1. Agreement C.A.B. 24302, R-l and 
R-2; Agreement C.A.B. 24381, R-l and 
R-2; and Agreement C.A.B. 24395, R-l 
and R-2, be and hereby are approved; 

2. The carriers are hereby authorized 
to file tariffs implementing Agreements 
C.A.B. 24302 and C.A.B. 24395 on not 
less than one day's notice for effective¬ 
ness not earlier than June 1, 1974. The 
authority granted in this paragraph ex¬ 
pires with June 30, 1974; and 

3. Tariffs implementing the subject 
agreements shall be marked to expire 
no later than the respective expiry dates 
of the agreements. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.74-12396 Piled 5-30-74:8:46 am) 


of those to and from Canada should an 
uncompetitive situation otherwise be 
created by our approval of these 
increases. 

We are at this time also approving two 
additional agreements, Agreement C.A.B. 
24381. R-l and R-2 which would increase 
both passenger fares and cargo rates 
wholly within LATA Traffic Conference 3 
(Asia/Australasia/Pacific) by four per¬ 
cent 1 effective July 1, 1974, and Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 24395, R-l and R-2 effec¬ 
tive June 1, 1974, which would increase 
passenger fares generally by four percent 
and cargo rates generally by five percent 
wholly within IATA Traffic Conference 2 
(Europe/Middle East/Africa). 

The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102.204(a) and 412 of the Act, makes the 
following findings: 

1. It is not found that the following 
resolutions which are incorporated in the 
agreements indicated, are adverse to the 
public interest or in violation of the Act: 


1 Insofar as application to air transporta¬ 
tion is concerned, the increase would apply 
to/from U.S. possessions in the Pacific. 


f Docket No. 26647; Order No. 74-5-114) 
PHILIPPINE AIR LINES 
Order Dismissing Complaint 
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D C. 
on the 23rd day of May, 1974. 

By tariffs filed April 10, 1974, for effect 
from May 10, 1974 through November 30, 
1974, Philippines Air Lines (PAL) estab¬ 
lished 30-90 day economy class round- 
trip group fares between Honolulu/ 
San Francisco and Manila, the Philip¬ 
pines, at $504.00 and $600.00 respective¬ 
ly. 1 The fares apply to groups of not less 
than 15 passengers which must travel 
together for the entire journey; written 
application must be submitted at least 


1 Air Tariffs Corporation Agent, Tariff C.A.B. 
No. 44, Original Page 314-A and Rule No 240. 


Agreement IATA Title Application 

CAB No. 


24302: 

R-l. 001 w_North Atlantic Special Escape Resolution (Cargo).. 1/2 (North Atlantic). 

R-2_0O6pp.. General Increases In Cargo Rates (new)... 1/2 (North Atlantic). 

24381: 

R-I.. 005s.. General Increases in Passenger Fares (new)...___3. 

R-2.OOfist*. General Incrcas** in Cargo Rates (new).. 3. 


2. It is not found that the following resolutions, incorporated in Agreement 
C.A.B. 24395 as indicated, and which have indirect application in air transporta¬ 
tion as defined by the Act, are adverse to the public interest or in violation of 
the Act: 


Agreement 

CAB 

IATA No. 

Titlo 


Application 

24305: 

R-l _ 

0051.. 

General Increases in Passenger Faros (new)_ 


o 

R-2.. 

0U5tt_ 

General Increases in Cargo Rates (new). 
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10 days prior to the commencement of 
travel; stopovers are not permitted; and 
tickets must be paid for in full not later 
than 10 days prior to departure and are 
subject to a 25 percent forfeiture in the 
event of voluntary cancellation. The 
fares may be combined only with fares 
within the USA, Canada, and the Philip¬ 
pines. The filing was made pursuant to 
a letter dated April 1,1974 from the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Philippines to Philippine 
Air Lines, and is apparently intended as 
a means of encouraging Philippine citi¬ 
zens resident in the United States to visit 
their homeland. 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. (Northwest), 
in a motion to file a late complaint which 
is hereby accepted, requests suspension 
of the fares on the ground that they 
would impose an uneconomic and dis¬ 
criminatory fare on the transpacific fare 
structure. Northwest contends that the 
fare is discriminatory in that it makes 
available a highly discounted fare to only 
one destination in the Orient; is un¬ 
economic in that it is far out of reason¬ 
able line with other fares; and is dilu¬ 
tionary because if used with normal fares 
available within the Orient will seriously 
undercut through IATA fares between 
the United States and other Orient 
countries. Northwest concudes that, con¬ 
sidering the urgent need at this time for 
improved yields which has been ex¬ 
pressed by all transpacific carriers in¬ 
cluding PAL, it is clear that a fare of 
this type should not be approved. 

In answer to Northwest’s complaint, 
PAL alleges that the primary purpose of 
the fare is to serve Manila: that the fare 
results from the strong interest of the 
Philippine Government in encouraging 
travel to the Philippine* from the United 
States: and that it is a substitute for 
the $555 fare heretofore suspended by 
the Board because it was limited to per¬ 
sons of Philippine ancestry. PAL further 
contends that the level of the fare does 
not constitute a destructive proposal, and 
notes that Northwest did in fact earn 
additional money from the earlier $555 
fare. 

Upon consideration of the complaint, 
the answer and other relevant factors, 
the Board has concluded to let the tariffs 
remain in effect and to dismiss North¬ 
west's complaint. Our action is not with¬ 
out concern over the potential for diver¬ 
sion of traffic from high-rated fares to 
other Orient destinations. However, 
Northwest has provided no estimate of 
this potential, and the level of the in¬ 
stant fares is significantly higher and the 
conditions more restrictive than was the 
case with the earlier fares which North¬ 
west contended had a net generative ef¬ 
fect. Finally, the instant proposal re¬ 
moves the issue of unjust discrimination 
involved in the earlier fares. Accordingly, 
and particularly in light of the limited 
period in which the fares are to be avail¬ 
able, we are not persuaded that suspen¬ 
sion or investigation is warranted. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof; 

It is ordered, That: 


The complaint of Northwest Airlines, 
Inc. in Docket No. 26647 is dismissed. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal 1 Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12392 Piled 5-80-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 26561; Order No. 74-5-1131 

SOUTHERN AIRWAYS, INC. 

Application; Order To Show Cause 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 23rd day of May, 1974. 

On April 3, 1974, Southern Airways, 
Inc. (Southern) filed an application 
(Docket 26561) to redesignate the sepa¬ 
rate intermediate points Laurel and 
Hattiesburg, Miss., on segments 1 and 3 
of Southern’s Route 98, as a hyphenated 
point Laurel-Hattiesburg, Miss. 1 In addi¬ 
tion, Southern concurrently filed a peti¬ 
tion seeking issuance of an order to show 
cause why its certificate should not be 
amended as requested. 

In support of its application, Southern 
alleges, interalia, that: The communities 
of Laurel and Hattiesburg both desire 
that Southern serve the communities 
through the use of the new regional air¬ 
port, Pine Belt Regional Airport, when 
the airport becomes operational on or 
about July 1, 1974; all concerned officials 
in both Laurel and Hattiesburg have 
agreed that the two points should be 
designated in Southern’s certificate as 
Laurel-Hattiesburg; and the redesigna¬ 
tion requested herein will help to avoid 
confusion and will apprise the traveling 
public more accurately of the carrier’s 
service. 

No answers in opposition to this appli¬ 
cation have been received. 

Upon consideration of the application 
and all the relevant facts, we tentatively 
find and conclude that the public con¬ 
venience and necessity require the 
amendment of Southern’s certificate for 
route 98 so as to redesignate the separate 
intermediate points Laurel and Hatties¬ 
burg as Laurel-Hattiesburg.* 

In support of our tentative conclusion, 
we tentatively find that grant of the au¬ 
thority requested herein will prevent 
confusion on the part of the traveling 
public as to Southern’s service to the new 
regional airport; that officials of the 
communities concerned desire the re¬ 
quested redesignation; and that the hy¬ 
phenation of Laurel and Hattiesburg 
ultimately will result in a more efficient 
and economical operation for Southern 


’ Southern desires to consolidate service 
to Laurel and Hattiesburg by serving the 
communities through the new Pine Belt Re¬ 
gional Airport located approximately 19 sur¬ 
face miles from Laurel and 10 surface miles 
from Hattiesburg. 

a We tentatively conclude also that South¬ 
ern is fit, willing and able properly to perform 
the proposed service and to conform to the 
provisions of the Act and the Board’s rules, 
regulations and requirements thereunder. 


and a reduction in the carrier’s need for 
subsidy. We note that no objections have 
been filed to Southern’s request. 

Finally, we tentatively find and con¬ 
clude that the redesignation of the sepa¬ 
rate intermediate points Laurel and Hat¬ 
tiesburg, Mississippi, as Laurel-Hatties¬ 
burg does not constitute a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment within the 
terms of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. Rather, the consolida¬ 
tion of present Laurel and Hattiesburg 
services at the new Pine Belt Regional 
Airport will result in the elimination of 
two Martin 404 landings and take-offs 
per day with a salutary impact upon 
noise and air pollution. Moreover, the 
proximity of the new airport to both 
Laurel and Hattiesburg (19 and 10 miles 
respectively) makes it unlikely that the 
environmental benefits resulting from 
the consolidation w’ould be offset by in¬ 
creased surface travel times resulting 
from use of the regional airport. 

Interested persons will be given 20 
days following the date of this order to 
show cause why the tentative findings 
and conclusions set forth herein should 
not be made final. We expect such per¬ 
sons to support their objections, if any. 
with detailed answers, specifically setting 
forth the tentative findings and con¬ 
clusions to which objection is taken. Such 
objections should be accompanied by 
arguments of fact or law and should be 
supported by legal precedent or detailed 
economic analysis. If an evidentiary’ 
hearing is requested, the objector should 
state in detail why such a hearing is con¬ 
sidered necessary and what relevant 
and material facts he would expect to 
establish through such a hearing. Gen¬ 
eral, vague, or unsupported objections 
will not be entertained. 

Accordingly , It is ordered, That: 

1. All interested persons are directed 
to show cause why the Board should not 
issue an order making final the tenta¬ 
tive findings and conclusions stated here¬ 
in and amending Southern Airways. 
Inc.’s certificate of public convenience 
and necessity for route 98 so as to re¬ 
designate the separate intermediate 
points Laurel and Hattiesburg, Missis¬ 
sippi as Laurel-Hattiesburg, Mississippi; 

2. Any interested persons having ob¬ 
jections to the Issuance of an order mak¬ 
ing final any of the proposed findings, 
conclusions, or certificate amendments 
set forth herein shall, within 20 days 
after the date of this order, file with the 
Board, and serve upon all persons made 
parties to this proceeding a statement 
of objections together with a summary 
of testimony, statistical data, and other 
evidence expected to be relied upon to 
support the stated objections; 

3. If timely and properly supported 
objections are filed, full consideration 
will be accorded the matters and issues 
raised by the objections before further 
action is taken by the Board; 

4. In the event no objections are filed, 
all further procedural steps will be 
deemed to have been waived, and the 
Board may proceed to enter an order in 
accordance with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein; and 
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5 . A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the Mayor of Laurel, Miss.; the 
Mayor of Hattiesburg, Miss; the Air¬ 
port Manager, Laurel Municipal Air¬ 
port; the Airport Manager. Hattiesburg 
Municipal Airport; the Chairman, Pine 
Belt Regional Airport Commission; 
Southern Airways, Inc.; and the Post¬ 
master General. 

This order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal 1 Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74—12393 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 26733; Order No. 74-5-121] 

WELLS FARGO AIR EXPRESS, INC. 

Proposed Increased Excess Valuation 

Charge; Investigation and Suspension 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 24th day of May, 1974. 

By tariff revisions issued April 26 and 
marked to become effective May 26,1974, 
Wells Fargo Air Express, Inc. (Wells 
Fargo), an air freight forwarder, pro¬ 
poses to increase its excess valuation 
charge from 15 to 20 cents for each $100, 
or fraction thereof, by which the de¬ 
clared value of a shipment exceeds 50 
cents per pound or $50 per shipment, 
whichever is higher. 

No justification has been submitted 
by the forwarder for the proposed in¬ 
creased charge. 

Most major forwarders currently have 
in effect an excess value charge of 15 
cents per $100 on their domestic traffic. 
The Board has suspended, pending in¬ 
vestigation, a number of previous pro¬ 
posals to increase excess valuation 
charges above this level where no show¬ 
ing has been made that existing excess 
value revenues do not cover the amount 
of claim expense stemming from the dec¬ 
larations of excess value. 1 Furthermore, 
the Board, after hearing in Imperial Air 
Freight Service, Inc., Increased Excess 
Value Charges, Docket 23538, found pro¬ 
posed increases in excess valuation 
charges from 15 to 25 cents per $100 
unlawful essentially upon the above 
grounds (Order 72-4-141, April 26, 
1972). As noted above. Wells Fargo has 
not submitted any data on the relation¬ 
ship between its excess value revenues 
and losses attributable to declarations 
of excess valuation or any other state¬ 
ment supporting its proposaL 

Upon consideration of all relevant fac¬ 
tors, the Board finds that the proposed 
increase in excess value charge per $100 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, unduly preferential, un¬ 
duly prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, 
and should be investigated. The Board 
further concludes that the proposal 


1 E.g., Orders 73-3-89, 72-5-92 and prior 
orders cited therein. In all but the Imperial 
Case mentioned herein, the suspended matter 
was canceled by the carriers. 


should be suspended pending investiga¬ 
tion. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof. 

It is ordered , That: 

1. An investigation be instituted to 
determine whether the charges and pro¬ 
visions in Rule No. 4(H)(1)(b) on 1st 
Revised Page 9 of Wells Fargo Air Ex¬ 
press, Inc.’s C.A.B. No. 1 and rules, regu¬ 
lations or practices affecting such 
charges and provisions are. or will be, 
unjust, unreasonable, unjustly discrim¬ 
inatory. unduly preferential, unduly 
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and 
if found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful charges and provi¬ 
sions, and rules, regulations, or practices 
affecting such charges and provisions; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by 
the Board, the charges and provisions in 
Rule No. 4(H)(1)(b) on 1st Revised 
Page 9 of Wells Fargo Air Express. Inc.’s 
C.A.B. No. 1 are suspended and their 
use deferred to and including August 23, 
1974, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Board, and that no changes be made 
therein during the period of suspension, 
except by order or special permission of 
the Board; 

3. The proceeding, herein designated 
Docket 26733, be assigned for hearing be¬ 
fore an Administrative Law Judge of the 
Board at a time and place to be desig¬ 
nated; and 

4. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariff and served upon Wells 
Fargo Air Express, Inc., which is hereby 
made a party to Docket 26733. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12394 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 

[Docket No. 25280; Order No. 74^5118] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Relating to Specific Commodity 
Rates 

Issued under delegated authority May 
24, 1974. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint 
Traffic Conferences of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA), and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolutions 590 dealing with specific 
commodity rates. 

The agreement names an additional 
specific commodity rate, as set forth 
below, reflecting a reduction from gen¬ 
eral cargo rates; and was adopted pur¬ 
suant to unprotested notices to the car¬ 
riers and promulgated in an IATA letter 
dated May 13,1974. 


Description and rate 
Paints, pigments, and var¬ 
nishes 273 cents per kilo¬ 
gram, minimum weight 500 
kilogram. From Johannes- 
burgh to New York/ 
Montreal. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations, 
14 CFR 385.14. it is not found that the 
subject agreement is adverse to the pub¬ 
lic interest or in violation of the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to the 
conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, It is ordered , That: 

1. Agreement C.A.B. 24393, be and 
hereby is approved, provided that ap¬ 
proval shall not constitute approval of 
the specific commodity description con¬ 
tained therein for purposes of tariff pub¬ 
lications; provided further that tariff 
filings shall be marked to become effec¬ 
tive on not less than 30 days’ notice from 
the date of filing. 

2. The findings and approval herein 
shall not be deemed to modify the find¬ 
ings and Order of the Board in its de¬ 
cision m Agreements Adopted by IATA 
Relating to North Atlantic Cargo Rates, 
Order 73-2-24 of February 6, 1973, Order 
73-7-9 of July 5, 1973, Order 73-9-109 
of September 28, 1973, and Order 74-4-7 
of April 2, 1974 and are subject to all the 
provisions of such orders. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order, pursuant to the 
Board’s Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of service of Oils order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above 
period, unless within such period a peti¬ 
tion for review thereof is filed or the 
Board gives notice that it will review 
this order on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Issued under delegated authority 
May 24, 1974. 

[seal! Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc. 74-12542 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


WORLD AIRWAYS, INC., AND KOREAN AIR 
LINES COMPANY, LTD. 

Notice of Proposed Approval 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
statutory requirements of section 408(b) 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, that the undersigned intends 
to issue the attached order under dele¬ 
gated authority. Interested persons are 
hereby afforded until June 3,1974, within 
which to file comments or request a hear¬ 
ing with respect to the action proposed in 
the order. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 28, 
1974. 

[seal] William B. Caldwell, Jr., 
Director, 

Bureau of Operating Rights . 


Specific 
commodity 
item No. 
6750 _ 
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(Docket No. 26672; Agreement CAB 24388] 

World Airways, Inc., and Korean Air Lines 
Co., Did. 

ORDER OF APPROVAL 

Issued under delegated authority. 

By joint application filed May 6. 1974, 
World Airways, Inc. (World) and Korean 
Air Lines Company, Ltd. (KAL) request that 
the Board approve pursuant to section 408 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as 
amended, (the Act) an agreement whereby 
World will dry lease to KAL one Boeing 747- 
273C aircraft. 

World has separately filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412 of the Act, a mainte¬ 
nance support letter agreement with KAL 
relating to the maintenance of the subject 
Boeing 747 aircraft (CAB 24388). 

Applicants have also filed a motion to with¬ 
hold the rental amounts of the lease and the 
maintenance fees under the agreement from 
public disclosure, on the grounds that these 
terms are proprietary information and their 
relevation to competitors could be prejudicial 
to either party. 1 * 3 

World is a United States certificated sup¬ 
plemental air carrier. KAL holds Board au¬ 
thority as a foreign air carrier, pursuant to 
Board Order 71-4-161. April 5, 1971, and 
conducts scheduled air transportation with 
Jet aircraft between the Republic of Korea 
and the co-terminals Hawaii and Los Angeles, 
California. KAL intends to use the leased 
aircraft in combination service between 
Korea and the United States. 

The subject agreement Involves the lease of 
one Boeing aircraft for the period June 1, 
1974 through May 31, 1979.* KAL will have 
complete and exclusive control of the air¬ 
craft. providing its own crews, fuel, and in¬ 
surance, under the terms of the lease. 

In support of the application, the appli¬ 
cants state that World is presently operating 
two B-747’8 in charter service; that a third 
B-747 ordered several years ago and presently 
being prepared for delivery cannot be eco¬ 
nomically Integrated with its existing fleet 
in view of recent uncertainties in the charter 
business created by the fuel crises and gen¬ 
eral economic atmosphere; that the subject 
B-747 lease to KAL will cover the carrying 
costs of the aircraft, while the aircraft’s 
availability to World at a future date will be 
maintained * 

No objections to the application or requests 
for a hearing have been received. 

Notice of Intent to dispose of the applica¬ 
tion without hearing has been published in 
the Federal Register, and a copy of such 
notice has been furnished by the Board to 
the Attorney General not later than the 
day following the date of such publication, 
both in accordance with the requirements 
of section 408(b) of the Act. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, it is 
concluded that the lease of the subject B-747 
aircraft by KAL from World in conjunction 
with the two B-707's presently under lease 
to KAL from World, involves a substantial 
part of the properties of World, and therefore, 
is subject to section 408(a)(2) of the Act. 
However, it is further concluded that the 
transaction does not affect the control of an 
air carrier directly engaged in the operation 
of aircraft in air transportation, docs not 


1 By letter of May 23. 1974, applicants re¬ 
quest that this motion be withdrawn. 

»Two additional Boeing aircraft (707's) 
are presently under lease to KAL by World 
for the periods March 24. 1972 and April 11, 
1972, respectively, through June 30, 1976, 
pursuant to approvals granted by Order 72- 
3-84, March 24, 1972. 

3 The lease provides that it is subject to 

immediate termination in the event of an 

emergency under the CRAF program. 


result in creating a monopoly and does not 
tend to restrain competition. Furthermore, no 
person disclosing a substantial interest in 
this proceeding is currently requesting a 
hearing, and it is concluded that the public 
interest does not require a hearing. It appears 
that World is able to consummate Its obli¬ 
gations under the lease without depriving it¬ 
self of aircraft necessary to meet its own 
commitments. In addition, the transaction is 
similar to others approved by the Board. 4 * 
Under all the circumstances, it is not found 
that the lease transaction will be inconsist¬ 
ent with the public interest or that the con¬ 
ditions of section 408 will be unfulfilled. 

Under the terms of the maintenance agree¬ 
ment (CAB 24388) World will provide all 
heavy maintenance as well as enroute sta¬ 
tion maintenance coverage and repairs and 
spare engine support. After the first ninety 
days, KAL has the option, upon giving thirty 
days notice and satisfying World that it has 
the necessary technicians and equipment, to 
transfer the heavy maintenance functions to 
its base at Seoul. 

Under these circumstances this part of the 
overall arrangement does not appear to raise 
substantive Issues of concern to the Board 
and it is not found that the agreement is ad¬ 
verse to the public Interest or in violation 
of the Act. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by 
the Board in the Board’s Regulations, 14 
CFR 385.13 and 385.3, it is found that the 
foregoing lease transaction should be ap¬ 
proved under section 408(b) of the Act with¬ 
out a hearing, that the foregoing support 
maintenance agreement should be approved 
under section 412 of the Act, and that the 
motion for confidential treatment should be 
dismissed. 6 

Accordingly, It is ordered. That: 

1. The subject lease by Korean Air Lines 
Company, Ltd. of one Boeing 747C aircraft 
from World Airways, Inc. as described in the 
application in Docket 26672 be and it hereby 
is approved; 

2. The subject support maintenance agree¬ 
ment as described in Agreement CAB 24388 
be and it hereby is approved: and 

3. Applicants’ motion for confidential 
treatment be and it hereby is dismissed. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board for 
review of this order pursuant to the Board's 
Regulations. 14 CFR 385.50, may file such pe¬ 
titions within ten davs after the date of this 
order. 

This order shall be effective immediately 
and the filing of such petitions shall not stay 
its effectiveness. 

| FR Doc.74-12543 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
INDIANA STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Indiana 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 9:30 a.m. 


• Cf. Seaboard World Airlines and Korean 
Air Lines Co., Ltd., Order 72-12-50, Decem¬ 
ber 12. 1972. 

6 It is further found, pursuant to 14 CFR 
385.6 that the actions taken herein are gov¬ 
erned by prior Board precedent and policy, 
and because of the imminent transaction 
date that immediate action is required to en¬ 
able effectuation of the transaction; there¬ 
fore. it is determined that the filing of pe¬ 
titions for review of this order will not pre¬ 
clude this order from becoming effective im¬ 
mediately. 


on June 8. 1974, at 705 West 26 Street, 
Marion, Indiana 46952. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Midwestern Regional Office of the 
Commission, Room 1428, 219 South Dear¬ 
born Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

The purposes of this meeting shall be 
to (1) provide an opportunity for the In¬ 
diana SAC members to discuss issues and 
problems with residents of Marion, and 
(2) to hear progress reports on a pro¬ 
posed open meeting on problems of the 
Migrant Worker in the State of Indiana. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 28. 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Covimittee 
Management Officer. 

|FR Doc.74-12499 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


KANSAS STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Kansas 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 10:00 a.m. on 
June 7, 1974, at the Ramada Inn. 420 
East Six Street, Topeka, Kansas 66201. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Central States Regional Of¬ 
fice of the Commission, Room 3103, Old 
Federal Office Building, 911 Walnut 
Street. Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to continue work on Committee Projects. 

This meeting will be conducted pursu¬ 
ant to the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., May 28. 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-12501 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


MASSACHUSETTS STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Massa¬ 
chusetts State Advisory Committee 
(SAC) to this Commission wall convene 
at 4:30 p.m. on June 4, 1974, at the Jew¬ 
ish Labor Committee. 27 School Street, 
Boston. Massachusetts 02108. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Northeastern Regional Office of 
the Commission. Room 1639, 26 Federal 
Plaza, New York, New’ York 10007. 

The purposes of this meeting shall be 
to (1) review first draft of the Massa¬ 
chusetts SAC report on public employ¬ 
ment in the State and (2) plan followup 
activities to the report. 
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This meeting will be conducted pursu¬ 
ant to the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington. D.C.. May 28, 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr.. 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[PR Doc. 74-12504 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 

PENNSYLVANIA STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

' Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the United States Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 
Pennsylvania State Advisory Committee 
(SAC) to this Commission will convene 
at 10:30 a.m. on June 4, 1974, in Room 
1244, Six Penn Center, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19103. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairman, 
or the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of 
the Commission, Room 510, 2120 L Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20425. 

The purposes of this meeting shall be 
to (1) discuss efforts being made in the 
area of the education of the Puerto Rican 
in the Philadelphia area, and (2) initi¬ 
ate followup program in the area of hous¬ 
ing of the Puerto Rican in the Phila¬ 
delphia area. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 28, 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-12503 Filed 5-30-74.8:45 am] 


VERMONT STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Vermont 
State Advisory Committee (SAC) to this 
Commission will convene at 7:30 p.m. on 
June 4. 1974, at the Woodstock Inn, 
Woodstock, Vermont 05091. 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Northeastern Regional Office 
of the Commission, Room 1639, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York, New York 10007. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to discuss the reconstitution of the Ver¬ 
mont State Advisory Committee. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 28, 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-12502 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


WEST VIRGINIA STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the West 
Virginia State Advisory Committee 
(SAC) to this Commission will convene 
at 12 Noon on June 7, 1974. at the Dan¬ 
iel Boone Hotel, Washington and Capitol 
Streets, Charleston, West Virginia 25328. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
man, or the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office 
of the Commission, Room 510, 2120 L 
Street. NW., Washington, D.C. 20425. 

The purpose of this meeting shall be 
to hear further testimony on conditions 
at the Alderson Reformatory. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., May 28, 
1974. 

Isaiah T. Creswell, Jr., 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-12500 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 am] 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 2 p.m. on Wednesday, June 5. 
1974, to continue discussions on the fiscal 
year 1975 comparability adjustment for 
the statutory pay systems of the Federal 
Government. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. it was determined by 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget and the Chairman of the 
Civil Service Commission, who serve 
jointly as the President’s Agent for the 
purposes of the Federal pay compara¬ 
bility process, that this meeting of the 
Federal Employees Pay Council would 
not be open to the public. 

For the President’s Agent. 

Richard H. Hall, 

Advisory Committee Management 
Officer for the President's Agent. 

[FR Doc.74-12574 Filed 5-30-74.8:45 am] 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 2 p.m. on Wednesday, June 12, 
1974, to continue discussions on the fiscal 
year 1975 comparability adjustment for 
the statutory pay systems of the Federal 
Government. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, it was determined by 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget and the Chairman of the 


Civil Service Commission, who serve 
jointly as the President’s Agent for the 
purposes of the Federal pay compara¬ 
bility process, that this meeting of the 
Federal Employees Pay Council would 
not be open to the public. 

For the President’s Agent. 

Richard H. Hall. 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer for the President's Agent. 
[FR Doc.74-12576 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE OF 
PRODUCTS AND SERVICES OF 
THE BLIND AND OTHER SE¬ 
VERELY HANDICAPPED 
PROCUREMENT LIST 1974 
Addition to Procurement List 
Notice of proposed addition to Procure¬ 
ment List 1974, November 29, 1973 (38 
FR 33038) was published in the Federal 
Register on February 6, 1974 <39 FR 
4684>. 

Pursuant to the above notice the fol¬ 
lowing commodity is added to Procure¬ 
ment List 1974. 

Com modity 


Class 7920 Price 

Squeegee, floor cleaning, heavy duty 

(RF), 7920-224-8339. each.--- $1.75 


By the Committee. 

C. W. Fletcher. 
Executive Director. 

|FR Doc.74-12475 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 

PROCUREMENT LIST 1974 
Notice of Proposed Addition 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 2(a)(2) of Public Law 92-28; 85 
Stat. 79, of the proposed addition of the 
following service to Procurement List 
1974, November 29, 1973 (38 FR 33038). 

Service 

Industrial class 7699 

Typewriter Rental 

26 Federal Plaza 

New York, New York 

Comments and views regarding this 
proposed addition may be filed with the 
Committee on or before July 1, 1974. 
Communications should be addressed to 
to the Executive Director, Committee for 
Purchase of Products and Services of 
the Blind and other Severely Handi¬ 
capped, 2009 Fourteenth Street North, 
Suite 610, Arlington, Virginia 22201. 

By the Committee. 

C. W. Fletcher, 
Executive Director. 

|FR Doc.74-12476 Filed 5-30-74;8;45 am| 


COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 
Notice of Availability 

Environmental impact statements re¬ 
ceived by the Council on Environmental 
Quality from May 13 through May 17, 
1974. The date of receipt for each state¬ 
ment is noted in the statement summary. 
Under Council Guidelines, the minimum 
period for public review and comment on 
draft environmental impact statements 
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is forty-five (45) days from this Federal 
Register notice of availability (July 15, 
1974). 

Copies of individual statements are 
available for review from the originat¬ 
ing agency. Back copies will also be avail¬ 
able from a commercial source, the En¬ 
vironmental Law Institute, of Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Department of Agriculture 

Contact: Dr. Fred H. Tschirley, Acting Co¬ 
ordinator. Environmental Quality Activities. 
Office of the Secretary. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Room 331-E, Administration 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250 (202) 447- 
3965. 

FOREST SERVICE 

Draft 

John Day Planning Unit, Nezperce N.F., 
Idaho County, Idaho. May 20: Proposed is 
the implementation of a multiple use plan 
for 6,745 acres of the John Day Unit. Slate 
Creek Ranger District Nezperces National 
Forest. The plan recommends road con¬ 
struction and timber harvest on four land 
units totalling 2785 acres. Adverse impacts 
Include the loss of present roadless qualities, 
increases in soil disturbance, and a possible 
lowering of water quality. Increased presence 
of man could alter wildlife movements (111 
pages). (ELR Order No. 40832.) 

Huckleberry Planning Unit, Mt. Hood N.F., 
Clackamas County. Oregon. May 25: The 
statement analyzes a proposed land use man¬ 
agement plan for the 30.000 acre Huckleberry 
Planning Unit, Zigzag Ranger District. Mt. 
Hood National Forest. The unit contains 20,- 
800 acres of roadless areas. The unit would 
be divided into 4 management areas for such 
uses as timber and water production, rec¬ 
reation. grazing, and wildlife habitat; Unit D 
would be managed for backcountry and road¬ 
less recreation, and would remain in an 
essentially unchanged natural condition. 
There will be adverse Impact to air. water, 
and soil qualities from timber harvest and 
road construction, and increased recreational 
use (91 pages). (ELR Order No. 40864.) 
Final 

Nezperc National Forest, Idaho, May 21: 
The statement refers to a proposed adjust¬ 
ment to the present Timber Harvest Pland 
and Road Program for Nezperce National 
Forest. The present plan provides for 100 
million board feet of harvest annually. Un¬ 
der the adjustment roadleas areas will be 
entered to sustain the annual allowable har¬ 
vest. The statement Indicates the basic new 
road system. Intensive roading of unde¬ 
veloped areas, and its side effects, constitute 
the principal adverse impact of the plan. 
Roads will eliminate forever the present soli¬ 
tude and completely natural setting of the 
undeveloped area. (Ill pages). Comments 
made by: DOI, DOC. State agencies, and 
concerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 48047.) 

Department of Commerce 

Contact: Dr. Sidney R. Oaller, Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Environmental Affairs, 
Department of Commerce, Washington. D.C. 
20230 (202) 967-4335. 

Final 

Foreign Trade Subzone 9A, Hawaii, May 23: 
The statement refers to a proposed modifica¬ 
tion to the grant for Foreign Trade Subzone 
9A Issued to the State of Hawaii. The modifi¬ 
cation would permit the expansion of the 
refinery operated by the subzone user. Hawaii 
Independent Refinery Inc. The refinery would 
increase daily capacity from 29.500 barrels 
to 125,000 barrels; storage capacity would 
be Increased by 3.3 million barrels (26.7 acres 
of land would be added to the subzone for 
this purpose); crude oil will be received 
through an existing offshore mooring. As a 
result of the modification, 214 pounds per 


hour of air pollutants would be released at 
Ewa, Oahu, and 120 gpm of process water 
would be released to a disposal well at Ewa. 
Comments made by: DOI, EPA, and State 
and local agencies. (ELR Order No. 40859.) 

Honolulu Harbor, Foreign Trade Subzone 
9A Annex, Hawaii, May 23: The statement 
refers to a request for a grant for a foreign 
trade zone annex to supplement the grant for 
Foreign Trade Subzone 9A issued to the State 
of Hawaii. The annex facility will permit the 
intended user Hawaiian Independent Re¬ 
finery, Inc. to tranship products from its re¬ 
finery at Barbers Point Oahu, to Honolulu. 
Oahu. Adverse impact of the action would 
include the emission of eleven pounds per 
hour of hydrocarbon vapors at Honolulu, 
and that of a potential source for oil spills 
into Honolulu Harbor. Comments made by: 
DOI, EPA, and State and local agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 40860.) 

Economic Development Administration 
Final 

Watersupply, Berlin, Coos County, New 
Hampshire. May 24: Proposed are water sys¬ 
tem Improvements for the city of Berlin, 
the town of Gorham, and the town of Milan. 
Included are a two-million gallon 1-day in¬ 
take, water filtration and pumping plant, 
and connection to and expansion of the 
existing distribution system. The project will 
assist in the development of an adjacent in¬ 
dustrial park. Comments made by: USDA, 
EPA, LAB. OEO. State, local agencies, and 
concerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 40865.) 

Department of Defense 
army CORPS 

Contact: Mr. Francis X. Kelly. Director, 
Office of Public Affairs, Attn: DAEN-PAP. 
Office of the Chief of Engineers, UB. Army 
Corps of Engineers. 1000 Independence Ave¬ 
nue SW. Washington, D.C. 20314 ( 202 ) 693- 
7168. 

Draft 

Humboldt Harbor Project. Alaska, May 20: 
Proposed is the construction of a transpor¬ 
tation road, two armoced rubble breakwaters, 
a rubblemound diversion dike, an entrance 
channel, a diversion channel, and a mooring 
basin. Spoil will be deposited in the ocean. 
There will be adverse impact to 68 acres of 
marine habitat, and other effects of construc¬ 
tion (Anchorage District) (82 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 40824.) 

Haines Small Boat Harbor. Alaska. May 22: 
The project involves the construction of a 
rubblemound breakwater and the dredging of 
an entrance channel. The project will expand 
the present moorage of the Haines Small Boat 
Harbor for resident and transient fishing ves¬ 
sels, pleasure craft, and commercial vessels. 
There will be adverse impact to marine biota 
from dredging operations (Anchorage Dis¬ 
trict). (ELR Order No. 40849.) 

South Haven Harbor, Mitigation of Shore 
Damage. Van Buren County, Michigan, 
May 20: The statement refers to the mitiga¬ 
tion of shore erosion in the vicinity of South 
Haven Harbor. The plan considered most 
practical is the creation of "feeder beaches" 
to nourish the areas suffering shore damage 
with littoral materials supplied in part from 
the unpolluted dredging obtained during har¬ 
bor maintenance operations. Adverse Impacts 
are temporary turbidity of water at the opera¬ 
tional sites, and temporary increases in noise 
and inconvenience caused by the construc¬ 
tion and transportation operations associated 
with the feeder beach formation (Detroit Dis¬ 
trict) (45 pages). (ELR Order No. 408-1.) 
Draft 

New Jersey Coastal Inlets and Beaches (2), 
New Jersey, May 20: The statement refers 
to the proposed construction of Jetties, 
groins, bulkheads, and a breakwater, and the 
placement of beach and dune fill for the 
purposes of meeting beach erosion control, 


storm protection, and navigation needs of 
the inlets and beaches between Hereford 
Inlet and the Delaware Bay entrance of the 
Cape May Canal. Adverse Impact will occur 
to marine biota. There will be malodorous 
gases from polluted beach fill*, and Increases 
in the pollution levels of the backbays due 
to Increased use of motorboats (Philadelphia 
District) (63 pages). (ELR Order No. 40828.) 
Final 

Richard B. Russell Dam. Georgia and South 
Carolina, May 20: The statement refers to 
the construction and operation of a multi¬ 
purpose dam and reservoir for the purpose 
of production of hydroelectric power, recrea¬ 
tion, area redevelopment and flood control. 
Adverse impacts include the loss of 26,650 
acres of bottomland as wildlife habitat, loss 
of 59.200 acres of timber resources, and the 
displacement of 60 families and a cemetery 
(Savannah District) (181 pages). Comments 
made by: USDA. DOI. EPA. and State agen¬ 
cies. (ELR Order No. 40823.) 

Harbor of Refuge, Lexington, Sanilac 
County. Michigan, May 20: The statement 
refers to the proposed establishment of har¬ 
bor facilities for small craft in southern Lake 
Huron. A breakwater protected anchorage 
area would be developed, with on site sport 
fishing facilities. Beach areas will be ad¬ 
versely affected (226 pages). Comments made 
by: EPA, DOC. DOI, FPC, HUD. and State 
agencies. (ELR Order No. 40822.) 

Delaware River Basin Commission 
Final 

Gilbert Generating Station, New Jersey, 
May 21: Proposed Is the installation and 
operation of Unit 8, a 130 MW capacity steam 
turbo-generator, at Jersey Central Power and 
Light Co.'s Gilbert Station. The generator 
will utilize the waste heat from 4 existing 
combustion turbines, in "combined cycle 
generation", with #2 fuel oil being burned at 
36 gpm for supplemental heat. Also planned 
is construction of four heat recovery steam 
generators, a condensor. a wet-mechanical 
draft cooling tower, a waste water treatment 
facility, and auxiliary equipment. Impact 
will include increased fogging, noise levels, 
and water consumption (114 pages). Com¬ 
ments made by: DOI. EPA, FPC. HUD. state 
agencies and concerned citizens. (ELR Order 
No. 40841.) 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Contact: Mr. Sheldon Meyers. Director. 
Office of Federal Activities, Room 3630 Water¬ 
side Mall. Washington. D.C. 20466 (202 ) 755- 

0940. 

Draft 

Netarts-Oceanside Sanitary District, Tilla¬ 
mook County, Oregon, May 23: Proposed is a 
wastewater treatment system consisting Gf 
3 lift stations; 14,300 feet of 8 inch force 
main; 2.130 feet of 12 Inch and 2.700 feet of 
15 inch Interceptor sewer; and 43.700 feet of 
collection pipe. The secondary level treat¬ 
ment plant will have a capacity of 2,400 per¬ 
sons. and will discharge through a 10 Inch 
outfall to Netarts Bay. There will be con¬ 
struction disruption, and project-induced 
growth (73 pages). (ELR Order No. 40861.) 

General Services Administration 

Contact: Mr. Andrew E. Kauders. Execu¬ 
tive Director of Environmental Affairs, Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration, 18th and F 
Streets NW.. Washington, D.C. 20405 (202) 
343-4161. 

Draft 

Disposal of Travis Air Base Defense Area. 
Solano County. California, May 21: Proposed 
is the disposal of the Nike 86 site of Travis 
Air Base. The site consists of 46.90 acres in 
fee and 59.91 acres in easements. 12 build¬ 
ings, and appurtenant structures. Sections of 
the area would be conveyed to the Fairfield- 
Suisan Unified School District, and to the 
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Travis School District for educational pur¬ 
poses; and to the County of Solano, for de¬ 
velopment of a prison facility and for sale as 
a communications site. There will be Impact 
from construction of the prison facility, and 
from Increased traffic (77 pages). (ELR Order 
No. 40836.) 

Department of HUD 

Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun, Acting 
Director, Office of Community and Environ¬ 
mental Standards, Room 7206, 451 7th Street. 
SW, Washington, D C. 20410 (202) 755-5980. 

Draft 

Lake Alma Project, Alma, Bacon County, 
Georgia, May 21: The statement refers to a 
proposed Recreation Development Program 
project which Involves the purchase of 2,540 
acres of land, and the construction of a dam 
and 1,800 acre recreation lake. Land purchase 
is with HUD open-space and Model City 
fluids. Construction of the dam and reservoir 
will result in the removal of 1800 acres of 
swamp land from agricultural, forest, and 
wildlife productivity. (ELR Ord'r No. 40840.) 

Urban Renewal, Greeneville, Tennessee, 
May 21: Proposed is HUD assistance in a 
conventional Urban Renewal project in 
Greeneville. The project will include the- re¬ 
habilitation, clearing, and development of a 
62.6 acre deteriorating area in the northern 
section of the city. Approximately 75 struc¬ 
ture would be cleared, and 62 structures 
would be rehabilitated. Re-use of the area 
would be predominantly residential (64 per¬ 
cent), with the remainder being open space, 
commercial, institutional, industrial, and 
rights-of-way. (The project is part of a five- 
area General Neighborhood Renewal Plan.) 
(ELR Order No. 40835.) 

Department of Interior 

Contact: Mr. Bruce Blanchard, Director, 
Environmental Project Review, Room 7260. 
Department of the Interior, Washington, D C. 
20240 (202) 343-3891. 

Final 

Deepwater Ports. May 20: The statement 
refers to a bill which would amend the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to regulate con¬ 
struction and operation of deepwater port 
facilities. The legislation would allow regula¬ 
tion when the level of imports of petroleum 
or other bulk commodities warrants the ex¬ 
istence of such facilities. The environmental 
risk is related to ship density in congested 
areas, as well as total tonnage of commodi¬ 
ties. The effect of transporting increased 
petroleum imports via Very Large Cargo Car¬ 
riers (VLCC'8) through deepwater port facili¬ 
ties located on the OCS is examined (two 
volumes). Comments made by: ST AT, USN, 
AEC, DOI. COE, DOC. EPA. FPC, DOT. agen¬ 
cies of several States, and concerned citizens. 
(ELR Order No. 40821.) 

Bureau of Land Management 

Draft 

Proposed National Resource Lands Man¬ 
agement Act, May 22: The statement refers to 
a legislative proposal which is intended to 
provide basic policies and authorities for the 
management of national resource lands by 
the Secretary of the Interior through the 
BLM. These lands total 450 million acres (275 
million acres in Alaska and 175 million acres 
in the eleven western states). The Act would 
provide for management of all resources, land 
disposal and acquisition, administrative au¬ 
thorities. and enforcement authority. Out¬ 
dated and conflicting laws would be repealed 
or modified. The statement indicates that no 
new adverse environmental impact would be 
created by the action (169 pages). (ELR Or¬ 
der No. 40853.) 

Bureau of Reclamation 

Final 

El Dorado Main No. 2—Pleasant Oak 
Main, El Dorado County, California. May 22: 


NOTICES 

The statement refers to the proposed con¬ 
struction of two water distribution pipelines 
with laterals, and three regulating reser¬ 
voirs, in order to provide irrigation and 
municipal and Industrial water to south¬ 
western El Dorado County. The El Dorado 
Main will be 13.2 miles in length; the Pleas¬ 
ant Oaks Main will be 14.3 miles in length 
in conjunction with six laterals totalling 
12.0 miles. Water will be delivered to the 
new pipelines from Jenkinson Lake, the 
Central Valley Project. Construction ac¬ 
tivity will modify wildlife habitat. The addi¬ 
tional water will mean increased population, 
and changes in vegetation and wildlife habi¬ 
tat. Comments made by: DOI, USDA. EPA, 
COE, DOT, HEW. and concerned citizens. 
(ELR Order No. 40848.) 

national park service 

Draft 

George Washington Birthplace National 
Monument, Virginia, May 21: Proposed is 
a request that Congress authorize the ex¬ 
pansion of the George Washington Birth¬ 
place National Monument through the ac¬ 
quisition of 722 acres of private land and 
390 acres of state owned land. The expan¬ 
sion is intended to ensure a park size of 
sufficient nature to buffer the monument 
from non-compatible outside development; 
the acquisition of estuarine wetlands will 
ensure their protection. Adverse Impact will 
include the removal of 470 acres from agri¬ 
cultural production, and the displacement 
of a number of tenants (24 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 40837.) 

Montezuma County, Colorado,-: 

The statement refers to the proposed legis¬ 
lative designation of three units of wilderness 
(totalling 8,100 acres) in the 52,074 acre 
Mesa Verda National Park. Not recommended 
for wilderness is the balance of roadless area 
lands (34,000 acres) which contain a high 
density of Pueblo archeological resources 
which have not yet been fully surveyed (2 
volumes). Comments made by: USDA. DOI, 
DOC, EPA, and State agencies. (ELR Order 
No. 40852.) 

Padre Island National Seashore. Kelberg, 
Kennedy, and Willacy Counties, Texas. May 
23: Proposed is a conceptual Master Plan 
for the Padre Island National Seashore. The 
major Impact of the action will be from in¬ 
creased visitation, and movement of vege¬ 
tated sand dunes. Comments made by: USDA, 
DOC, DOD, DOT, DOI, EPA, local agencies, 
and concerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 
40856.) 

Department of Transportation 

Contact: Mr. Martin Convisser, Director, 
Office of Environmental Quality. 400 7th 
Street SW., Washington. D.C. 20590. (202) 
426-4357. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Gladwin Airport, Gladwin County, Michi¬ 
gan, May 20: The statement refers to the 
development of the Gladwin Airport. Project 
measures include land acquisition, construc¬ 
tion of an E/W runway and taxiways, relo¬ 
cation of existing runway and identifier 
lights, and the installation of fencing. Ad¬ 
verse impacts include the loss of farmland 
and wildlife habitat, and increases in air 
and noise pollution levels (41 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 40825.) 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

State Highway 199, Del Norte County, Cali¬ 
fornia, May 23: The statement presents the 
California Department of Transportation’s 
proposed actions for improvement to the 
total 36.4 mile length of State Route 199 in 
Del Norte County. Adverse impacts are in¬ 
creased water pollution, and temporary nega¬ 
tive visual impact. (ELR Order No. 40858.) 
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I 70. Summit and Clear Creek Counties, 
Colorado, May 22: The statement refers to 
the preliminary engineering and construc¬ 
tion of 5 miles of highway, including the 
Second Bore of the Eisenhower Tunnel and 
approaches. There is a possibility of increased 
air and noise pollution (140 pages). (ELR 
Order No. 40851.) 

Penn Central Underpass on SR 14, Pulaski 
County, Indiana, May 20: The statement re¬ 
fers to the replacement of an existing under¬ 
pass of the Penn Central Railroad on State 
Road 14 in the town of Winamac. Adverse 
impact will include the displacement of 12 
families and the taking of additional right- 
of-way (46 pages). (ELR Order No. 40834.) 

US 67, Scott County, Iowa, May 23: The 
statement refers to the reconstruction of US 
67 from Riverdale to 1-80. The 5.4 mile proj¬ 
ect will require the acquisition of 21 acres 
of additional right-of-way. (ELR Order No. 
40857.) 

PAS Route 1472, Coffey County, Kansas. 
May 21: Proposed is the reconstruction of 
0.321 mile of highway, a bridge, and a chan¬ 
nel change. A maximum of 7.2 acres of land 
will be disturbed by the project. (14 pages). 
(ELR Order No. 40838.) 

Par West and South Bypasses. Canadian. 
Oklahoma, and Cleveland Counties, Okla¬ 
homa, May 23: The statement refers to the 
development of the Par West and South By¬ 
passes from 1-40 in Canadian County south¬ 
easterly and easterly 20.8 to proposed Sooner 
Freeway in Cleveland County. Adverse im¬ 
pacts are the use of 800 acres of native pasture 
land, and the displacement of 16 families 
and 2 businesses. (ELR Order No. 40862.) 

Interstate 35, Oklahoma County. Okla¬ 
homa, May 23: The statement refers to the 
proposed improvement and reconstruction of 
Interstate 35 from 1-440 in Oklahoma City 
north to U.S. 66 in Edmond, a distance of 
8.8 miles. Adverse impacts are the loss of 280 
acres of agricultural land and the displace¬ 
ment of 26 families and 16 businesses. (34 
pages). (ELR Order No. 40863.) 

Interstate 5. Divide-Anlauf Section, Doug¬ 
las and Lane Counties, Oregon. May 21: The 
project is to upgrade a 7 mile section of In¬ 
terstate 5; the interchanges at Anlauf and 
Divide will be reconstructed, and a new sys¬ 
tem of frontage roads will be constructed. 
Adverse Impact will include the loss of some 
wildlife habitat as right-of-way, and the 
displacement of a number of families (40 
pages). (ELR Order No. 40839.) 

State Highway, 1-80 to 1-81. Northumber¬ 
land, Montour, and Schuylkill Counties. 
Pennsylvania, May 22: The statement refers 
to the proposed development of a 4 lane lim¬ 
ited access highway from I 80 in Northum¬ 
berland County to I 81 in Schuylkill County. 
Adverse Impact, such as the amount of right- 
of-way and the number of displacements, 
varies with each of the alternatives. (ELR Or¬ 
der No. 40850.) 

US 14A, Big Horn County, Wyoming, May 
20: The statement refers to the proposed im¬ 
provement of a portion of US 14A, from a 
point 22 miles east of Lowell easterly for ap¬ 
proximately 5.5 miles. There will be slight in¬ 
creases in air and noise pollution levels (70 
pages). (ELR Order No. 40833.) 

Final 

1-10-1(36), Mobile and Baldwin Counties. 
Alabama, May 24: The proposed project is 
the construction of 8 miles of projects I-10- 
1(35) and F-346(9). The projects include a 
bridge which will traverse the Mobile Bay 
Delta. A section 4(f) statement has been filed 
for land acquisition from the Meaher State 
Park. Comments made by: DOC. USDA. HUD, 
HEW. DOT, and State agencies. (ELR Order 
No. 40868.) 

Cameron Pass, Larimer and Jackson Coun¬ 
ties, Colorado, May 24: The statement refers 
to the proposed design and construction of 
11.2 miles of State Highway 14 over Cameron 
Pass. Construction of the project will affect 
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NOTICES 


traffic flow, recreation facilities and activi¬ 
ties, economics of the area, and the ecology 
of the surrounding environment. Comments 
made by: DOI. EPA, USDA, State agencies, 
and concerned citizens. (ELR Order No. 
40866.) 

US 98, Polk County. Florida: The statement 
considers the reconstruction of 2.5 miles of 
highway from 2 to 4 lanes, between US 92 
and I 4, In the City of Lakeland. An unspeci¬ 
fied amount of land, some of it swamp will 
be taken for right-of-way. A 4(f) statement 
will be filed as public land would be affected 
(106 pages). Comments made by: EPA. DOI, 
HEW, HUD. and State agencies. (ELR Order 
No. 40842.) 

County Highway 6, Anoka County, Minne¬ 
sota, May 21: The proposed project involves 
the reconstruction of Mississippi St. (County 
Highway 6). for a length of 0.38 mile. The 
project will displace 5 families: some timber 
will be lost: air and noise pollution levels will 
increase (68 pages). Comments made by: 
DOL USDA. COE, EPA. and State and local 
agencies. (ELR Order No. 40845.) 

Abbot Drive, Omaha. Douglas County, 
Nebraska. May 24: The statement refers to 
the proposed reconstruction of a two mile 
segment of Abbott Drive from Avenue “G" 
to the Brown Street-19th Street East inter¬ 
section. The improvement oonslst of convert¬ 
ing the existing two-lane facility to four 
lanes with a 16 foot raised median and left 
turn lanes. Section 4(f) land from the Chip 
Bowley Field will be encroached upon. Com¬ 
ments made bv: COE. DOI, DOT. EPA, and 
USDA. (ELR Order No. 40867.) 

U.S. 4, 202. and N.H. 9. Merrimack County. 
New Hampshire. May 21: The proposed proj¬ 
ect is the relocation and construction of U.S. 
Routes 4. 202 and New Hampshire Route 9 
for 3.3 miles. The facility will be on new 
alignment and will oonsist of 2 lanes of an 
ultimate 4 lane road. Approximately 170 
acres of land will be acquired for right-of- 
way. Four families and one business will be 
displaced. Increases in siltation will occur 
during the construction of a bridge over the 
Merrimack River. Approximately 1.5 acres 
of Fort Eddy Pond and 3.0 acres of Sugar 
Pond will be filled. Increases In noise and air 
pollution will occur r 187 pages). Comments 
made by: EPA. USDA. HEW. HUD. DOI. 
USCG, FPC, and State and local agencies. 
(ELR Order No. 40844 ) 

FAS 6126 (Long Hollow Pike). Davidson 
and Sumner Counties. Tennessee. May 23: 
Proposed is the construction of a 0.98 mile 
section of a four-lane undivided urban high¬ 
way, and the addition of an interchange with 
Interstate Route 65. Adverse effects of the 
action are the displacement of three resi¬ 
dences and two businesses, the loss of some 
natural resources, and increase noise and air 
pollution (104 pages). Comments made bv: 
HUD. DOI. USDA. DOT, TVA. COE. HEW. 
EPA, and State and local agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 40854.) 

US 50 and 6. Blue Cat to Cat Canyon. 
Carbon County, Utah. May 23: Proposed 
Is the construction of 15 miles of US 15 
and US 6 In Carbon County. The project 
will extend from Blue Cat to Cat Canyon. 
Over 200 acres of agricultural land will be 
required for right-of-way (two volumes). 
Comments made by: USDA. DOC. EPA. DOI, 
and State and local agencies. (ELR Order No. 
40855.) 

Interstate 470 and W.V. 2. Wheeling, Ohio 
County, West Virginia. May 20: The state¬ 
ment refers to the proposed construction of 
2 miles of WVA 2 in Wheeling. The four lane 
highway will complete the Unking of I 70 
with WVA 2 south, in a bypass of busy 
Wheeling streets. There will also be con¬ 
struction of one mile of I 470 and a bridge 
over the Ohio River. Adverse impact will In¬ 
clude increases in air and noise pollution. 


the displacement of 555 families and 40 busi¬ 
nesses. and infringement upon Hubbard 
Playground, requiring a 4(f) statement. 
Comments made by: FPC, COE. USDA, HEW. 
DOI. EPA, HUD. and State and local 
agencies. (ELR Order No. 40829.) 

French Island Rest Area 31. LaCrosse 
County, Wisconsin. May 21: The statement 
refers to the proposed construction of a com¬ 
bined rest area and tourist information cen¬ 
ter on Interstate Highway 90 near the Wis- 
consin-Minnesota State line. Construction of 
the facility will require the acquisition of 9.0 
acres of private land, cutting of trees and a 
rise in noise and air pollution (55 pages). 
Comments made by: DOI, DOT. EPA, USCG, 
COE, State and local agencies, and concerned 
citizens. (ELR Order No. 40846.) 

The following environmental Impact state¬ 
ments were received by the Council on Envi¬ 
ronmental Quality during the week May 13 
through May 17, 1974, but were Inadvertently 
omitted from the Council’s Federal Register 
listing. The commenting period for these 
statements will begin with that listing, of 
May 28. 1974. 

Department of Defense 

ARMY CORPS 

Contact: Mr. Francis X. Kelly, Director. 
Office of Public Affairs, Attn: DAEN-PAP, 
Office of the Chief of Engineers. U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, 1000 Independence Ave¬ 
nue. SW, Washington. D.C. 20314 (202) 693- 
7168. 

Draft 

Canyons 1 and 2. Wenatchee, Chelan 
County. Washington, May 13: Proposed is the 
construction of 5.1 miles of high velocity cov¬ 
ered channel from Canyons 1 and 2 through 
Wenatchee, In order to provide flood pro¬ 
tection from a 200-year flow. There would 
be debris basins at the mouth of each can¬ 
yon; outflows would be to the Columbia 
River. There will be construction disruption, 
and possible negative Impacts on fisheries 
resources at the outlet points (Seattle Dis¬ 
trict) (70 pages). (ELR Order No. 40780.) 

Final 

Ninilchik Small Boat Harbor, Alaska. 
May 17: The proposed action Involves an¬ 
nual maintenance operations for the harbor. 
Including dredging to authorized dimensions 
and repair of beach erosion protection meas¬ 
ures. There will be resulting adverse impact 
to marine biota. Comments made by: DOI. 
DOC. EPA, USCG. and State agencies. (ELR 
Order No. 40827.) 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Contact: Mr. Sheldon Meyers. Director. 
Office of Federal Activities. Room 3630. 
Waterside Mall. Washington. D.C. 20460 
(202) 755-0940. 

Draft 

Wastewater Treatment. Southwest Denver, 
Colorado, May 13: The statement refers to 
four separate applications for Federal funds 
for wastewater treatment facilities in the 
southwest Denver metropolitan area. In¬ 
cluded are: a 20 MGD sewage treatment 
plant as the initial phase of an ultimate 60 
MGD plant; an interceptor between Cherry 
Hills Village and Greenwood Village; a major 
interceptor along the South Platte River; and 
a major interceptor in the vicinity of Colum¬ 
bine Valley. There will be adverse Impact 
from construction disruption, and project- 
induced urbanization. (ELR Order No. 40776.) 

Gary L. Widman. 

General Counsel. 

(FR Doc.74-12489 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
3M CO. 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 
Tolerance 

The 3M Co., Post Office Box 33221, St. 
Paul, Minnesota 55133. submitted a peti¬ 
tion (PP 4G1423) requesting establish¬ 
ment of a temporary tolerance for negli¬ 
gible residues of the herbicide 1,1.1-tri- 
fluoro-N-[2 - methyl-4-(phenylsulfonyl) 
phenyl 3 methanesulfonamide in or on 
the raw agricultural commodity cotton¬ 
seed at 0.01 part per million. 

It has been determined that the tem¬ 
porary tolerance for negligible residues 
of the herbicide in or on cottonseed at 
0.01 part per million will protect the pub¬ 
lic health. It is therefore established as 
requested on condition that the herbicide 
be used in accordance with the tempo¬ 
rary permits being issued concurrently 
and which provide for distribution under 
the 3M Co. name. * 

This temporary tolerance expires 
May 21. 1975. 

This action is taken pursuant to pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j), 68 Stat. 516: 
21 U.S.C. 346a(j)), the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (35 FR 
15623). and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams (36 FR 9038). 

Dated: May 21, 1974. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

|FR Doc.74-12470 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


INTERREGIONAL RESEARCH PROJECT 
NO. 4 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 
Tolerance 

Dr. C. C. Compton, Coordinator. Inter¬ 
regional Research Project No. 4. Rutgers 
University. New Brunswick. NJ 08903. 
on behalf of the IR-4 Technical Com¬ 
mittee and the Agricultural Experiment 
Station of New Jersey and Delaware sub¬ 
mitted a petition (PP 4G1468) request¬ 
ing establishment of a temporary toler¬ 
ance for residues of the insecticide 
phosalone (S-16-chloro-3- (mercapto- 
methyl) -2-benzoxazolinone J O.O-diethyl 
phosphorodithioate) in or on carrots at 
1 part per million. 

It has been determined that such a 
temporary tolerance will protect the 
public health. It is therefore established 
on condition that the insecticide be used 
in accordance with the temporary per¬ 
mit being issued concurrently to Rhodia 
Inc., Chipman Division, and which pro¬ 
vides for distribution under the Rhodia 
Inc. name. 

This temporary tolerance expires 
May 22, 1975. 

This action is taken pursuant to pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j), 68 Stat. 516; 
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21 U.S.C. 346a (j)), the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency <35 FR 
15623) ( and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams <36 FR 9038). 

Dated: May 22,1974. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

[FR Doc.74-12469 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


[ OPP-32000/63 ] 

NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS 
FOR PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency published in 
the Federal Register <38 FR 31862) its 
interim policy with respect to the admin¬ 
istration of Section 3<c)<l)(D) of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended 
<86 Stat. 979), and its procedures for im¬ 
plementation. This policy provides that 
EPA will, upon receipt of every applica¬ 
tion, publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examination 
at the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Room EB—37, East Tower, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20460. 

On or before July 30, 1974, any person 
who <a) is or has been an applicant, <b) 
desires to assert a claim for compensa¬ 
tion under section 3<c)<l)(D) against 
another applicant proposing to use sup- 
jx>rtive data previously submitted and 
approved, and <c) wishes to preserve his 
opportunity for determination of reason¬ 
able compensation by thq Administrator 
must notify the Administrator and the 
applicant named in the Federal Register 
of his claim by certified mail. Every such 
claimant must include, at a minimum, 
the information listed in this interim pol¬ 
icy published on November 19, 1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2 (b) of the interim policy in regard to 
usage of existing supportive data for reg¬ 
istration will be processed in accordance 
with existing procedures. Applications 
submitted under 2(c) will be held for the 
60-day period before commencing proc¬ 
essing. If claims are not received, the 
application will be processed in normal 
procedure. However, if claims are re¬ 
ceived within 60 days, the applicants 
against whom the particular claims are 
asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi¬ 
cation which are received July 30. 1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA File Symbol 9530-0. A-G Corporation, 
16828 Miles Ave., Cleveland, Ohio 44128. 
Sani-Septic Sanitizer . Active Ingredients: 
Alkyl (C14 50%, C12 40%. C16 10%) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chloride 10.00%; 
Ethanol 2.50%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 


EPA File Symbol 5590-RLG. Aerosol Tech¬ 
niques. Inc.. Old Gate Lane. Milford, Con¬ 
necticut 06460. Foam 400-A Parasiticide. 
Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.165%; 
Plperonyl Butoxide Technical 2.000%; 
Petroleum Distillate 5.000%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6690-RLR. Aerosol Tech¬ 
niques. Inc., Old Gate Lane. Milford, Con¬ 
necticut 06460. Indoor Fogger Insecticide 
Spray Code No. 223-36B. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Pyrethrins 0.500%: Plperonyl butox- 
lde, technical 1.000%; N-octyl bicyclohep- 
tene dicarboximide 1.670%; Petroleum 
distillate 11.830%. Method of Support: Ap- 
pUcatlon proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 264-EON. Amchem Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc., Brookside Avenue, Ambler, 
Pennsylvania 19002. Amchem Floret To¬ 
mato Spray. Active Ingredients: Ethepbon 
[ (2-chloroethyl) phosphonlc acid| 0.2%. 
Method of Support: AppUcation proceeds 
under 2(a) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11364-E. Angus Chemical 
Corporation, 2857 Chapman Street, Oak¬ 
land, California 94601. Angus No. 2 Insecti¬ 
cide. Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.1%; 
Plperonyl Butoxide. Technical 0.6%; Petro¬ 
leum Distillate 99.4%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11364-R. Angus Chemical 
Corporation, 2857 Chapman Street, Oak¬ 
land, California 94601. Angus Residual In¬ 
secticide. Active Ingredients: O.O-Diethyl 
O (2-isopropyl-6-methyi-4-pyrlmidlnyl) 
phosphorothloate 0.500%; Pyrethrins 
0.052%; Plperonyl Butoxide, Technical 
0.261%; Petroleum DlstUlate 99.187%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10088 GO. Athea Labora¬ 
tories, Inc., 4180 North First Street, Mil¬ 
waukee, Wisconsin 53212. Tower Algaecide 
20. Active Ingredients: Polyjoxyethylene 
(dlmethylimlnlo) ethylene (dimethyli- 
minio) -ethylene dichloride] 20.0%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10088-UN. Athea Laborato¬ 
ries, Inc., 4180 North First Street. Milwau¬ 
kee, Wisconsin 53212. Tower Algaecide — 
10. Active Ingredients: Poly[oxyethylene 
(dlmethylimlnlo) ethylene - (dimethyll- 
minio) -ethylene dichloride] 10.0%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11885-1. Central Soya Co., 
1300 Ft. Wayne Bank Bldg., Ft. Wayne, 
Indiana 46802. Master Mix RAVAP; An 
Emulsifiable Insecticide. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents : 2-ChIoro-1- (2,4,5-trlchlorophenyl) 

vinyl dimethyl phosphate 23.0%; 2,2-di- 
chlorovtnyl dimethyl phosphate 5.3%; Re¬ 
lated Compounds 0.4%: Xylene 48.3%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 359-626. Chipman Division of 
Rhodia Inc.. 120 Jersey Avenue, P.O. Box 
2009, New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903. 
Zolone WP. Active Ingredients: Phosalone 
| O.O-diethyl S- [ (6-chloro-2-oxobenzoxa- 
zoiin-3-yl) methyl ] phosphorodithioate ] 
25.0%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Tile Symbol 300-LUE. Agricultural Divi¬ 
sion. Clba-Gelgy Corporation. P.O. Box 
11422, Greensboro, North Carolina 27409. 
Ciba-Geigy Technical Prometryn-A Her¬ 
bicide. Active Ingredients: Prometryn: 
2.4 -bis (isopropylamino) -6- (methylthio) -s- 
trlazine 97%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds undr- 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 7611-RG. The O. A. Cooper 
Company, Humboldt, Nebraska 68376. 
Cooper Bar—Fly Self-Rationing Supple¬ 


ment PS 14 Medicated. Active Ingredients: 
Phenothiazine 0.90%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 8550-GU. Del Chemical 
Co poration, P.O. Box 280, Menomonee 
Falls. Wisconsin 53051. Del .50-Caliber-For 
use in fogging equipment. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Ma! 'hlon (O.O-diethyl dlthiophos- 
phate of diethyl mercaptosuccinate) 50.- 
35%; Heavy Aromatic Solvents 47.00%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 464-343. The Dow Chemical 
Company. 2030 Abbott Road Center, Mid¬ 
land. Michigan 48640. Dow Dursban 2E In¬ 
secticide. Active Ingredients: Chlo-pyrifos 
[O.O-diethyl 0-(3,5 6-trichloro-2-pyrldyl) - 
phosphorothioate] 22.4%; Aromatic petro¬ 
leum derivative solvent 42.1%. Method of 
Support: Applicat* proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5736-UTJ. Dubois Research 
Labs., Dubois Chemicals Div. of Chemed 
Corp., 3630 E. Kemper Road. Sharonvllle, 
Ohio 45241. HFC-5B. Active Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl (50% C14, 40% C12. 10% C16) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride 5.0%; 
Sodium metasilicate 3D%; Tetr as odium 
salt of ethylene diamine tetraacetlc acid 
1.8%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 3770-108. Economy P-oducts 
Company, P.O. Box 47. Shenandoah, Iowa 
51601. Sevin 5% Dust Insecticide. Active 
Ingredients: Carbaryl (1-naphthyl N- 
methylcarbamate) 5.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 7774-G. Emv Supply Co., 
5406 North 59th St.. Tampa, Florida 33610. 
Pyremul-99 Emulsifiable Pyrethrins. Active 
Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.10%; Plperonyl 
Butoxide 0.20%: N-Octyl Bicycloheptene 
Dicarboximide 0.334%; Petroleum Distill- 
late 0.48%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 25581-G. G & G Cher »cal 
Co., Inc., 1550 Carroll Ave.. San Francisco. 
California 94124. Formula 4073 Disinfectant 
Toilet Botol Cleaner. Active Ingredients: 
Octyl decyl dlmet: yl ammonl • n chloride 
1.250%; EHoctyl di. ethyl ammonium chlo¬ 
ride 0.625%; Dldecyl dimethyl ammonium 
chloride 0.626%; Alkyl amino betaine 
1.000%; Hydrogen chloride 8.000%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11037-RE. Hacienda Enter¬ 
prises. 565 Charles Street, San J^se, Cali¬ 
fornia 95112. Hacienda Liquid Sevin. Active 
Ingredients: Carbaryl (1-naphthyl-methyl- 
carbamate) 25%. Kethod of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5602-RGO. Hub States 
Corp., 2000 North Illinois Street. Indian¬ 
apolis, Indiana 46202. Dieldrin EMS Con¬ 
centrate. Active Ingredients: Dieldrin 
18.60%; Aromatic Petroleum Derivative 
Solvent 73.40%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proc ds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 5602-RUN. Hub States 
Corp., 2000 North Illinois Street, Indian¬ 
apolis. Indiana 46202. Aldrin 4EMS. Active 
Ingredients: Aldrin 43.2%; Xylene 46.3%. 
Method o" Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34279-R. Kalo Laboratories, 
Inc., 10236 B’mker Ridge Road, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64137. Hexrin Liquid Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, Miticide Spray. Active In¬ 
gredients: PyTethrln 0.30%; Rotenone 
0.26%; 2-2'-Methylenebis (3,4,6-Trlchlo- 
rophenol) 2.00%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 
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EPA File Symbol 3837-GT. Lubf? Company. 
1708 Campbell, Kansas City, Missouri 
(K.108. Water Tower Treatment Concen¬ 
trate. Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl (50% 
C14, 40% C12. 10% C16) dimethyl benzyl 
ammonium chloride 10%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6658-EO. Midco Products 
Co., 11697 Fairgrove Industrial Building, 
Maryland Heights. Missouri 63042. Flying 
Insect Killer-Cherry Fragrance. Active In 
gradients: Methoxychlor, technical 3.000%; 
Pyrethrins 0.100%; Technical Plperonyl 
Butoxide 0.500%: Isobornyl Thtcoyanoace- 
tate 1.640%; Other related Terpenes 

O. 360; Petroleum Distillate 39.400%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9855-EA. Mobil Chemical 
Company, Maintenance* Marine Coatings 
Department, P.O. Box 250, Edison, New Jer¬ 
sey 08817. Mobil Marine Coating-Ship- 
bottom Paint Anti-Fouling. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Cuprous Oxide 25.0%; Metallic 
Coppe- 2.9%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) cf interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9855-EI. Mobil Chemical 
Company, Maintenance * Marine Coatings 
Department. P.O. Box 250, Edison. New 
Jersey $8817. Mobil Marine Coating-Vinyl 
Anti-Fouling Paint. Active Ingredients: 
Cuprous Oxide 60.0%: Metallic Copper 
1.3%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9855-EO. Mobil Chemical 
Company. Maintenance & Marine Coatings 
Department. P.O. Box 250. Edison, New 
Jersey 08817. Mobil Marine Coating-Ship- 
bottom Paint Anti-Fouling. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Cuprous Oxide 34.5%; Metallic 
Copper 4.1%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9855-ET. Mobil Chemical 
Company. Maintenance * Marine Coatings 
Department, P.O. Box 250, Edison. New 
Jersey 08817. Mobil Marine Coating-vinyl 
Anti-Fouling Paint. Active Ingredients: 
Cuprous Oxide 67.3%; Metallic Copper 
1.4%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 5316-17. Namco. Subsidiary of 
Allied Equities Corp., 765 Landess Avenue. 

P. O. Box 319, Milpitias. California 95035. 
Namco Chloropicrin. Active Ingredients: 
Chloropicrin 99%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6830-ITJ. Octagon Process 
Inc., 596 River Road. Edgewater, New Jer¬ 
sey 07020. Inspect Repellent, Clothing ap¬ 
plication (Formula M-1960). Active Ingre¬ 
dients: 2-Butyl-2-Ethyl-1, 3-Propanediol 
30.0%; Benzyl Benzoate 30.0%; N-Butyi 
Acetanilide 30.0%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 4389-AA. Pacific Chemical. 
500 7th Avenue, South. Kirkland. Wash¬ 
ington 98033. Master CA N-74 Cleaner At 
Sanitizer. Active Ingredients: Sodium 
Metasilicate 50%; Sodium Dlchloro-s-trl- 
azinetrione 1.1%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 4389-AL. Pacific Chemical. 
500 7th Avenue. South. Kirkland. Wash¬ 
ington 98033. Pace Chlor N-82 Cleaner & 
Sanitizer. Active Ingredients: Chlorinated 
Trisodium Phosphate 100%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 70-ROU. Rigo Company, 
1200 Ft. Wayne Bank Bldg., Ft. Wayne, 
Indiana 46802. Kill-Ko Sugar Fly Bait-Y. 


Active Ingredients: 2,2-Dichlorovlnyl di¬ 
methyl phosphate 0.46%; Related Com¬ 
pounds 0.04%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 572-EIA. Rockland Chemical 
Co., Inc.. P.O. Box 204, Caldwell, New Jersey 
07006. Rockland Professional Dursban 2-E. 
Active Ingredients: Chlorpyrifos [O.O- 
diethyl 0-(3.5,6-trichloro-2-pyridyl) phos- 
phorothioatej 22.4%; Aromatic petroleum 
derivative solvent 42.1%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3509-RRG. Safe-Way Farm 
Products Co.. P.O. Box 6309. Austin, Texas 
78762. Safe-Way Brand Q~25 Odorless Dis¬ 
infectant. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (C9- 
C15)tolyl methyl trimethyl ammonium 
chlorides 10%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3509-RRU. Safe-Way Farm 
Products Co.. P.O. Box 6309, Austin, Texas 
78762. Safe-Way Warfarin Rat And Mouse 
Killer. Active Ingredients: Warfarin 
(3- (a-acetonylbenzyl) -4-hydroxycoumarin | 
00.5%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10900-UL. Sprayon Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc., 26300 Fargo Avenue, Bedford 
Heights. Ohio 44146. Water Base Insecticide 
Spray. Active Ingredients: (5-Benzyl-3- 
furyl) methyl 2,2-dimethyl-3- (2-methyl- 

propenyl) cyclopropanecarboxylate 0.200 %; 
Related compounds 0.028%; d-trans Al- 
lethrln (allyl homolog of Clnerin I) 
0.150%; Related compounds 0.012%; Aro¬ 
matic petroleum hydrocarbons 0.272%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interimpolicy. 

EPA File Symbol 9897-1. Star Chemical Co.. 
2530 N.W. 77th Street, Miami. Florida 
33147. SF-109. Active Ingredients: Poly 
[ oxyethylene (dimethyllmlnio) ethylene (di- 
methyllmlnio) -ethylene dlchloride] 12.0%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 4887-RTR. Stephenson 
Chemical Co., Inc., P.O. Box 87188, College 
Park, Georgia 30337. Stephenson Chemicals 
Unicron II Fogging Solution . Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Pyrethrins 3.00%; Plperonyl Bu¬ 
toxide 5.00%; Petroleum Distillates 
92.00%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1700-158. Winru Chemical & 
Sales Company, 923 State Line, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64101. Winru Special Residual 
Concentrate No. 2. Active Ingredients: 
Malathion (Cythion) 20.00%; Pyrethrins 
0.50%; Technical plperonyl butoxide 1.25%: 
Aromatic petroleum hydrocarbons 67.25%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9782-GL. Woodbury Chemi¬ 
cal Company of Homestead, P.O. Box 4319, 
Princeton, Florida 33030. Parathion-Toxa- 
phene-Sulfur 2-5-70 Dust. Active In¬ 
gredients: Parathlon O, O-dlethyl O-p- 
nltrophenyl thiophosphate) 2.0%; Toxa- 
phene (Technical Chlorinated Camphene) 
5.0%; Sulfur 70.0%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

Republished Items 

The following items represent a cor¬ 
rection and/or change in the list of Ap¬ 
plications Received previously published 
in the Federal Register of May 13, 1974 
(39 FR 17123). 

EPA File Symbol 8866-EN. Arco Chemical 
Corporation, 4871 North 119th Street. Mil¬ 
waukee, Wisconsin 53225. Chlorine Con¬ 
centrated Tablets for Swimming Pool Dis¬ 
infection. Active Ingredeints: Trichloro-s- 


triazinetrione 99.5%. Correction: Originally 
published as trichloros-triazinetrione 
99.5%. 

EPA File Symbol 279-EOTL. FMC Corpora¬ 
tion, Agricultural Chemical Division. 100 
Niagara Street, Middleport, New York 
14105. Captan Terraclor 10-10 Soil Treater. 
Active Ingredients: Captan N-Trichloro- 
methylthio - 4 - cyclohexen© - 1,2 - dicar- 
boximide 10.000%. . . . Correction: Origi¬ 
nally published as Captan N-TTlchloro- 
methylthio - 4 - Cyclohexenel,2 - dicar- 
boxlmide 10.000%. 

Dated: May 20,1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 
[FR Doc.74-12471 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

CABLE TELEVISION TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE PANEL 4 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 

May 22, 1974. 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the CTAC 
Panel 4 Committee on June 12, 1974, to 
be held at the Essex Inn, Essex Court 
Room, Second Floor, 800 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois. The time of the 
meeting is 1:00 p.m. 

The agenda is as follows: 

(1) Report by Myron Bingham on Division 
of Responsibility Between Panel 4 and Panel 
6 Regarding Recommendations for Modulator 
Specifications. 

(2) Report by Myron Bingham on the 
Idealized Modulator Characteristics. 

(3) Chairman’s progress report. 

(4) Definition of Unresolved Tasks and 
Description of Assignments and Reporting 
Deadlines to Panel Members. 

(5) New business. 

Any member of the public may attend 
or may file a written statement with the 
Committee either before or after the 
meeting. Any member of the public wish¬ 
ing to make an oral statement must con¬ 
sult with the Committee prior to the 
meeting. Inquiries may be directed to Mr. 
Cort Wilson. FCC, 1919 M Street, NW. 
Washington, D.C. 20554-(202) 632-9797. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12534 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


[FCC 74-5021 

COLUMBIA MONTOUR BROADCASTING 
CO., INC. 

Declaratory Ruling 

1. The Commission has before it a re¬ 
quest filed on behalf of Columbia Mon¬ 
tour Broadcasting Co., Inc. (Columbia) 
Bloomsburg. Pennsylvania, licensee of 
standard broadcast station WCNR, 
Bloomsburg. Pennsylvania, for an inter¬ 
pretative ruling or advisory opinion as to 
whether a noncommercial broadcast 
service, namely station WPGM-FM, 
Danville, Pennsylvania, which operates 
on a commercial frequency, may be con¬ 
sidered to be so similar to a noncommer- 
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dal educational broadcast service that it 
may be excluded from a determination 
of the number of aural services provided 
to a community pursuant to $ 73.37(e) (2) 
<iii> of the rules, or, in the alternative, 
whether the Commission would waive 
that section of the rules if station WCNR 
were to apply for nighttime facilities. 
Pursuant to § 1.2 of our rules, we shall 
consider this request as a motion for a 
declatory ruling. 

2. On February 21, 1973. in our Report 
and Order in Docket No. 18651 concern¬ 
ing the amendment of part 73 of the 
Commission's rules regarding AM sta¬ 
tion assignment standards and the re¬ 
lationship between the AM and FM 
broadcast services (39 FCC 2d 645 
(1973)), the Commission revised § 73.37 
of its rules. Of particular relevance to 
Columbia’s request is the fact that 
$ 73.37 of the rules was revised to pro¬ 
vide that any standard broadcast appli¬ 
cation for a new unlimited-time station, 
or for a change in the frequency of an 
authorized unlimited-time station, or 
for nighttime facilities for an authorized 
daytime station, must make a satisfac¬ 
tory showing pursuant to § 73.37(e) (2) 
that it has met the requirements of para¬ 
graph (e) (2) (i) and either paragraph 
<e) (2) <ii) or (e) (2) (iii) of that section. 
Columbia chooses to attempt to comply 
with paragraphs (e) (2) (1) and (e) (2) 

<iii) of § 73.37(e) (2). Columbia believes 
that it can comply with paragraph (e) 

• 2) (i) of that section, which states that 
an applicant must show that objection¬ 
able interference at night will not result 
to any authorized station, as determined 
pursuant to § 73.182 Co) of the rules. 
Paragraph (e) (2) (iii) of 5 73.37(e)(2) 
requires an applicant to show that no 
PM channel is available for use in the 
community designated in the applica¬ 
tion and that at least 20 percent of the 
area or population of the community re¬ 
ceives less than two nighttime aural 
services. Further, note 7 to § 73.37 ex¬ 
plains that, in the determination of the 
extent of existing aural service to a com¬ 
munity, commonly owned AM/FM 
broadcast stations will be considered as 
a single aural service, and that service 
provided by noncommercial educational 
FM stations and standard broadcast 
stations shall not be included in the de¬ 
termination of existing aural service to 
a community. Although no FM channel 
is available for use in Bloomsburg. that 
rommunity already receives nighttime 
aural service from stations WHIM (AM) 
and WHLM-FM. which we will consider 
as a single aural service pursuant to note 
7 to § 73.37, and from station WPGM- 
FM, Danville, Pennsylvania. Columbia 
asserts that since station WPGM-FM 
is run by a non-profit corporation and 
broadcasts substantial amounts of re¬ 
ligious programs and music, it should 
be considered to be a noncommercial 
educational station. Accordingly. Colum¬ 
bia requests a ruling that station 
WPGM-FM may be excluded from a de¬ 
termination of the number of aural serv¬ 
ices provided to Bloomsburg pursuant to 
§ 73.37(e) (2) (iii) of the rules on the 


grounds that it is very similar to a non¬ 
commercial educational broadcast serv¬ 
ice, or in the alternative, that the Com¬ 
mission waive § 73.37(e) (2) (iii) of the 
rules. 

3. In paragraph 57 of our Report and 
Order in Docket No. 18651, supra, we 
stated some of the reasons for not in¬ 
cluding service which is provided by non¬ 
commercial educational standard broad¬ 
cast and FM stations in the determina¬ 
tion of the adequacy of aural service to 
a community. We explained that our re¬ 
visions of the acceptability criteria for 
AM applications contained in 5 73.37 of 
the rules were directed to making two 
“competing” voices available to each 
community, so that two program services, 
as well as two independent viewpoints 
on matters of community concern, 
would be present. We also underscored 
the characteristics of noncommercial 
educational broadcast stations which dis¬ 
tinguish them from broadcast stations 
operating on commercial channels. We 
asserted that over 60 percent of the FM 
educational stations in the United States 
are Class D 10-watt stations operated by 
educational institutions, both at the col¬ 
lege and secondary school levels. Con¬ 
sequently, these stations provide special¬ 
ized service for the benefit of their 
respective student bodies and frequently 
serve primarily as training facilities to 
teach students the art and science of 
broadcasting. Further, all educational 
stations are exempted from many of the 
operating requirements imposed upon 
commercial stations. Thus, educational 
stations have no minimum hours of 
operation, are not required to pay filing 
fees, are not required to provide any par¬ 
ticular community with city grade sig¬ 
nals, and are not presently required to 
ascertain community problems, or to 
provide programming to meet such ascer¬ 
tained problems. In addition, section 399 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, prohibits noncommercial edu¬ 
cational broadcasting stations from en¬ 
gaging in editorializing or supporting or 
opposing any candidate for political 
office. 

4. In addition to the foregoing dif¬ 
ferences between educational and com¬ 
mercial broadcast stations, it is im¬ 
portant to note that the choice of enter¬ 
tainment formats lies primarily within 
the discretion of broadcast licensees, 
and the judgment exercised by a broad¬ 
cast licensee regarding these matters 
will not be questioned unless it appears 
that the choice is not reasonably attuned 
to the tastes of the residents of the pro¬ 
posed community of license, or that an 
existing licensee proposes a change in 
format which would deprive the com¬ 
munity of programming for which there 
is no comparable listening alternative. 
Sec, e.g.. Citizens Committee v. FCC, 436 
F. 2d 263, 20 RR 2d 2026 (D.C. Cir., 1970), 
Citizens Committee To Keep Progressive 
Rock v. FCC, 27 RR 2d 463 (D.C. Cir., 
1973), and Citizens Committee To Save 
WEFM v. FCC, 28 RR 2d 1251 (D.C. Cir., 
1973). Thus, although station WPGM- 
FM now has a format which includes 


substantial amounts of religious music 
and programs and operates on a non¬ 
profit basis, the licensee could change 
that format at almost any time, absent 
significant dissent from local citizens. 
Moreover, the licensee of that station 
could arrange to sell the station to a 
strictly commercial operator since the 
station operates on a commercial fre¬ 
quency, or the existing licensee could 
choose to operate on a profitable com¬ 
mercial basis as other broadcasters 
whose format is religious have chosen to 
do. Since programming formats are so 
readily changeable, the Commission, 
when faced with requests for waiver of 
our technical standards, has consistently 
afforded the “* * * greatest weight 
* • # to the enduring allocation charac¬ 
teristics of a proposal rather than to the 
generally transitory programming to be 
carried.” Mel-Lin, Inc., 22 FCC 2d 165 
(1970). 

5. In summary, given the different 
rights, duties and privileges that apply 
to broadcasters operating on commercial, 
as opposed to educational frequencies, 
we cannot consider station WPGM-FM 
to be an educational broadcast station 
merely because of its chosen format and 
because it operates on a nonprofit basis. 
The licensee of that station must meet 
all the federal regulatory requirements 
imposed on commercial broadcast licens¬ 
ees. It must, inter alia, ascertain com¬ 
munity problems and present program¬ 
ming which attempts to be responsive to 
those problems, place a signal of a spe¬ 
cific field intensity over the community 
of license, operate a minimum number of 
hours, and pay filing fees. As previously 
noted, an educational station is not re¬ 
quired to do any of these things. In addi¬ 
tion, station WPGM-FM may operate 
on a commercial basis, and. in all likeli¬ 
hood. change its format, at any time it 
chooses. Moreover, it is the only FM sta¬ 
tion licensed to Danville. Pennsylvania, 
and thus the only FM station in that 
community which is permitted to edi¬ 
torialize and to openly support or oppose 
political candidates. Thus, the current 
regulatory system contemplates station 
WPGM-FM as a “competing voice” 
within its service area, not as an educa¬ 
tional broadcast station, which the regu¬ 
latory system contemplates as an “extra 
voice.” In light of the foregoing discus¬ 
sion, we can find no persuasive reasons 
to exclude station WPGM-FM from a 
determination of the number of aural 
services provided to Bloomsburg. nor can 
we perceive any reason for waiving 
§ 73.37(e) (2) (iii) of the rules. 

Adopted: May 14,1974. 

Released: May 23,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

[sealI Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12537 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ftml 

l By the Commission: Commissioner Hooks 
concurring in the result. Commissioner 
Quello not participating. 
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NOTICES 


COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 1 

Domestic Public Radio Services 

Applications Accepted for Filing 5 

May 28,1974. 

F^irsuant to § § 1.227 < b) <3) and 21.30 
(b> of the Commisison’s rules, an appli¬ 
cation, in order to be considered with 
any domestic public radio services ap¬ 
plication appearing on the attached list, 
must be substantially complete and ten¬ 
dered for filing by whichever date is 
earlier: (a) The close of business one 
business day preceding the day on which 
the Commission takes action on the pre¬ 
viously filed application; or (b) within 
60 days after the date of the public 
notice listing the first prior filed appli¬ 
cation (with which subsequent applica¬ 
tions are in conflict) as having been ac¬ 
cepted for filing. An application which 
Is subsequently amended by a major 
change will be considered to be a newly 
filed application. It is to be noted that 
the cut-off dates are set forth in the 
alternative—applications will be en¬ 
titled to consideration with those listed 
in the appendix if filed by the end of 
the 60 day period, only if the Commis¬ 
sion has not acted upon the application 
by that time pursuant to the first al¬ 
ternative earlier date. The mutual ex¬ 
clusively rights of a new application 
are governed by the earliest action with 
respect to any one of the earlier filed 
conflicting applications. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings pursuant to 
section 309 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, concerning any do¬ 
mestic public radio services application 
accepted for filing, is directed to §§ 21.27 
of the Commission’s Rules for provisions 
governing the time for filing and other 
requirements relating to such pleadings. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications Accepted for Filing 

DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 

21419-C2-P-(3)-74, Metro Fone Comms.. Inc. 
(KR3655). C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on freq. 152.180, 454.100. 454.150 
MHz to be located at a new site described as 
location #2: IDS Center. 80 South Eighth 
Street, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
21420-C2-P-74, Tovey Services, Inc. (KCC- 
482). C.P. to change antenna system and to 
replace transmitter on freq. 35.22 MHz lo¬ 
cated at Plausawa Hill, Pembroke, New 
Hampshire. 

21421-C2-P-74, Red River Rural Tel. Assoc. 
(New). C.P. for a new 2-way-station to 

' * All applications listed in the appendix 
are subject to further consideration and re¬ 
view and may be returned and/or dismissed 
if not found to be in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules, regulations and other 
requirements. 

3 The above alternative cut-off rules apply 
to those applications listed in the appendix 
as having been accepted in Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio, Rural Radio. Polnt-to- 
Point Microwave Radio and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 


operate on 152.60 MHz. to be located & 
Mile East of Colfax. North Dakota. 
21422-C2-P—74. Feek’a Telephone Service, 
Inc., d/b/a Mobile Dispatch Service (KOA- 
734). C.P. for additional facilities on 454.- 
200 MHz located at 505 14th Avenue North, 
Seattle, Washington. 

21423-C2-P-74, The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Company (KMM653). C.P. to re¬ 
place transmitter on freq. 152.51 MHz lo¬ 
cated 3.6 Miles NW. of Brockway, Brockway 
Summit. California. 

21424-C2-TC—74. Office Service Bureau. Inc. 
(KRS690). Consent to Transfer of Control 
from Emil C. A. Muuss & Eleanor H. Muuss, 
Transferor, to Office Service Bureau. Inc., 
Transferee. Sheboygan, Wisconsin. 

21425-C2—P-(2) -74, Messages By Radio. Inc. 
(KEA200). C.P. to add freq. 152.15 MHz and 
152.06 MHz. at 14 Amackassin Terrace, 
Yonkers. New York. 

21420-C2-P-74. Empire Mobilcomm Systems, 
Inc. (KOP329). C.P. to change antenna 
location for control freq. 454.10 MHz lo¬ 
cated at 206 North Coast Highway, Newport, 
Oreg. 

21427-C2-P-74. The Pacific Telephone and 
Telegraph Compauy (KME432). C.P. to re¬ 
place transmitter operating on 152.54 MHz 
and 152.60 MHz located at 217 North Lemon 
Street. Anaheim, California. 

21428-C2-P-74, Nashville Mobilphone. Inc. 
(New). C.P. for a new one-way-station to 
operate on 43.22 MHz located at Reservoir 
Hill at end of 6th Street, Columbia, Tenn. 
2 1 429-C2-P-74, William G. Bowles, Jr., d/b/a 
Mid-Missouri MobUfone (New). C.P. for a 
new one-way-station to operate on 158.700 
MHz located at KGRC-FM Tower, old high¬ 
way W. Hannibal. Missouri. 

21430-C2-P—(2)-74, New York Telephone 
Company (KEA763). C.P. to relocate facil¬ 
ities operating on 459.375. 459.450. 459.525, 
459.550. 459.625, & 459.650 MHz located at 
Loc. #3: 237 37th St.. New York, N.Y., to 
Loc. #2: 811 Tenth Ave., New York. N.Y.; 
& relocate facilities operating on 152.51, 
152.57, 152.63, 152.69. 162.72 at Loc. #1: 32 
Avenue of the Americas. New York, New 
York, to Loc. #2: 811 Tenth Avenue, New 
York, New York. 

21209-C2-ML-74, Sidney C. & Shirley Chil¬ 
ders. d/b/a Communication Equipment & 
Service Company (KQZ768). Mod. License 
to change frequency from 158.70 MHz to 
152.24 MHz at 1010 College Road, Fair¬ 
banks, Alaska. 

Informative. It appears that the following 
applications may be mutually exclusive and 
subject to the Commission’s rules regarding 
Ex Parte presentations by reason of economic 
competition or potential electrical interfer¬ 
ence. 

Victor E. Duane, Cincinnati, Ohio (KQD599) 
7097-C2-P- (4) —72. 

E & J Mobile Radio Service, Waynesville, Ohio 
(NEW) 8828-C2-P-72. 

• • • • • 

It appears that the following applications 
may be mutually exclusive and subject to the 
Commission’s rules regarding Ex Parte 
presentations by reason of economic competi¬ 
tion or potential electrical interference. 
Victor E. Duane, Cincinnati, Ohio (KQD599) 
7097-C2-P- (4) -72. 

Instant Communications. Inc., Dayton, Ohio 
(KQC576) 8740-C2-P—(4)-72. 

• • * • • 

Correction. The following application was 
timely filed but Inadvertently left off a previ¬ 
ous Public Notice: 

Licensee: 

Call sign 

COLORADO 

Communications, Inc---- KAA280 


RURAL RADIO SERVICE 

60308-C6-P-74, South Central Bell Tele¬ 
phone Company (New). C.P. for a new 
Rural Subscriber—Fixed station to op¬ 
erate on 459.65 MHz located approximately 
12.1 Miles SE. of Pilottown, Port Eads, 
Louisiana. 

POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE 

4220- C1 -P-74, United Inter-Mountain Tele¬ 
phone Company (KJB45). Corner North 
Roan and Commerce Streets. Johnson City, 
Tennessee. Lat. 36*19*07" N., Long. 82*21' 
10" W. C.P. to change frequency 4190.0 
MHz to 3790.0 MHz toward Camp Creek 
Bald. Tennessee, and increase power on 
frequency 4110.0 MHz toward Camp Creek 
Bald, Tennessee, on azimuth 225*04'. 

4221- C1—MP-74, South Central Bell Tele¬ 
phone Company (KLR46). 125 North Edi¬ 
son Street, Greenville, Mississippi. Lat. 33° 
24'26" N., Long. 91*03*06" W. Mod. of C.P. 
to change power on frequencies 6241.'7H 
MHz and 6360.3H MHz toward Tribbett, 
Mississippi, on azimuth 101 # 55\ 

4222- C1-MP-74, Same (KLR47), 1.5 Miles 
ENE. of Tribbett. Mississippi. Lat. 33*21' 
32" N.. Long. 90*46*49" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
to change power on frequencies 5960.0H 
MHz and 6078.0H MHz toward Greenville, 
Mississippi, on azimuth 282*04', 

4208-C1 -ML-74, American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Company (KJM62), 4.9 Miles NW 
of Troy, North Carolina. Lat. 35*24'33" N.. 
Long. 79*57'16" W. Mod. of License to 
change polarization on frequencies 3710H, 
3730V, 3810V, 3890V, 4030H. 4050V, 4110H. 
and 4130V MHz toward Coleridge, North 
Carolina, on azimuth 54*46'. 

4223- C1-ML-74, Same (KJM63), 4.8 Miles 

SW of Coleridge, North Carolina. Lat. 35° 
34*41" N.. Long. 79*39'40" W. Mod. of 
License to change polarization on fre¬ 
quencies 3750H, 3770V, 3850V, 3930V, 

4010V. 4070H. 4090V, 4150H, and 4170V 
MHz toward Troy. North Carolina, on azi¬ 
muth 234*56'. 

4224- C1-ML-74, Same (KIN49). 1.2 miles 
NW of Mt. Vernon, Alabama. Lat. 31°05'36" 
N., Long. 88*01'61" W. Mod. of License to 
change polarization on frequencies 3750V, 
3830V, 3890H, 3910V, 3990V, 4070V, 4130H, & 
4150V MHz toward Citronelle. Alabama, 
on azimuth 277*25'. 

4225- C1-ML-74, Same (KJW70), 11.5 miles 
NW of Citronelle. Alabama. Lat. 31*08'11" 
N.. Long. 88*25'15" W. Mod. of License to 
change polarization on frequencies 3710V, 
3790V, 3870V. 3930H, 3950V, 4030V. 4110V. 
& 4170 MHz toward Mt. Vernon, Ala¬ 
bama, on azimuth 97*13'. 

4226- C l-R-74, Southern Bell Telephone & 
Telegraph Company (KJA75). Within the 
operating territory of the grantee. Applica¬ 
tion for Renewal of License for Term: 
June 14, 1974 to June 14, 1975. 

4227- C1-R-74, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company (KAQ85). 
Within the territory of the grantee. Appli¬ 
cation for Renewal of License for Term: 
June 12, 1974 to June 12, 1975. 

4228- C1-P—74, Western Tele-Communica¬ 
tions, Inc. (KPT21), Nelson Peak. 18.0 
Miles SW of Salt Lake City. Utah. Lat. 
40*36*28" N„ Long. 112*09*27" W. C.P. 
(a) to relocate station to foregoing coordi¬ 
nates; and (b) to change azimuths to 
63*11': 56*51'; 349*15' and 15*37'. toward 
Salt Lake City (CATV), Utah; Salt Lake 
City (KUED-TV). Utah; Curlew Valley, 
Idaho; and Ogden, Utah, respectively. 

4229- C1-P-74, Western Tele-Communica¬ 
tions. Inc. (KPT22), Curlew Valley, 17.5 
Miles WNW of Maiad City, Idaho. Lat. 
42*16'32" N., Long. 112°34'38" W. CP. to 
change azimuth 169° 08' toward Nelson 
Peak (KPT21), Utah. 
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4230- C1-P-74. Same (KOC42), New Promen- 
tory, 20.0 Miles West of Trementon, Utah. 
Lat. 41 45*10" N., Long. 112*23*33" W. C.P. 
to change azimuth 165°21' toward Nelson 
Peak (KPT21), Utah 

4231- C1—P-74, Same (KSQ32), KUTV Studio, 
1251 Wilmington Avenue, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. Lat. 40*46 06" N.. Long. 111*53 06" 
W. C.P. (a) to change antenna system: and 
(b) to change azimuth to 232*21' toward 
Nelson Peak (KPT21), Utah. 

4232- C l-P-74, Same (KOC40). Ogden 

(KWCS-TV). Weber State College Bldg., 
Utah. Lat. 41*11*40" N., Long. 111*56*25" 
W. C P. to change azimuth 195 46' toward 
Nelson Peak (KPT21), Utah. 

4233- C l-P-74, Same (KOC37), KUED-TV 
Studio, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. Lat. 40°45'47 f> N.. Long. lll*50'37" 
W. C.P. to change azimuth to 237*04' to¬ 
ward Nelson Peak (KPT21), Utah. 

4234- C l-P-74, Eastern Microwave, Inc. 

(KEM58), Helderberg Mtn., 1.75 Miles NW 
of New Salem, New York. Lat. 42 0 38' 12" 
N., Long 73°50'45" W. C.P. to add fre¬ 
quencies 6182.4H MHz and 6241.7H MHz 
toward new point of communication at 
Equinox Mtn., Vermont, on azimuth 50*17'. 

4235- Cl-P-74, Same (New), Equinox Mtn., 
Vermont. Lat. 43°09'66" N„ Long. 73*07'14" 
W. CR. for a new station (a) frequencies 
6974.8V MHz and 6034.2V MHz toward 
Beech Hill (KCK71), New Hampshire, on 
azimuth 107*53'; (b) freqtiency 5974.8H 
MHz toward Gore Mtn. (KEM42), New York 
on azimuth 307*07' and (c) frequency 
5974.8H MHz toward Bennington, Vermont, 
on azimuth 195°21. 

4236- Cl-P-74. Same (KCK71), Beech Hill, 
7.0 Miles East of Marlboro, New Hampshire. 
Lat. 42*54*41" N., Long. 72*04*11" W. C.P. 
(a) to change frequency from 6037.5V MHz 
to 6212.0V MHz toward Mt. Belknap 
(KPP49), New Hampshire, on azimuth 39° 
57'; and (b) to add same frequency 
(6212.0V MHz) toward new point of com¬ 
munication at Florida Mountain, Massa¬ 
chusetts, on azimuth 252*34'. (Note: Easter 
is requesting a waiver of Section 21.701 
( 1 >> 

4237- C1 -P-74. Cablecom-General, Inc. (KL) 
96) ,7.0 Miles SW of Gruver. Texas. Lat. 
36 C 11'45" N., Long. 101*29*40" W. C.P. to 
replace three (3) transmitters and to in¬ 
crease output power on path to existing 
site at Guymon, Oklahoma. 

4238- Cl-P-74, The Ohio Bell Telephone Com¬ 
pany (KQN68), 2 Miles ESE of Navarre, 
Ohio. Lat. 40^42*57" N., Long. 81*29'07" W. 
C.P. to change power and frequency 11035 
MHz to 11115V MHz toward Canton, Ohio, 
on azimuth 44*07'. 

4239- C1-P-74. The Ohio Bell Telephone Com¬ 
pany (KQ038), 401 Cleveland Avenue. Can¬ 
ton. Ohio. Lat. 40*48 04" N., Long. 81*- 
22'35" W. C.P. to change power and fre¬ 
quency 11485 MHz to 11565V MHz toward 
Navarre, Ohio, on azimuth 224*11'. 

4240- Cl-TC( 128)-74, Consent to Transfer of 
Control from N-Triple-C Inc., Transferor, 
to MCI Communications Corporation, 
Transferee, for Stations WOH23. Minneapo¬ 
lis, Minnesota, et al. (Note: This Applica¬ 
tion is an interim step to the assignment of 
licenses proposed In File No. 3562-C1-AP/ 
AL-(128)-74, (see Public Notice of April 1, 
1974.) An additional 30 day notice period 
is not considered applicable to this appli¬ 
cation.) 

4241- Cl-P-74, Puerto Rico Communications 
Authority, 6.5 miles SW of Caguas, Puerto 
Rico. Lat. 18*09*16" N.. Long. 66°04'51" W. 
C.P. to add frequency 11645.0V MHz toward 
a new point of communication at Cedra, 
Puerto Rico, on azimuth 277*46'. 

4242- Cl-P-74. Same (New) Planella Street, 
#15. Cedra, Puerto Rico. Lat. 18°08'07" N., 
Long. 66°09*40" W. C.P. for a new station 


on frequency 11095.0V MHz toward Cerro 
Pinas, Puerto Rico, on azimuth 97*46'. 

4243- Cl-P-74, RCA Alaska Communications, 
Inc. (New), Bldg. 1555, North Post area of 
Ft. Wainwrlght; 2 Miles East of Fairbanks, 
Alaska. Lat. 64*50*28" N.. Long. 147 36T3" 
W. C.P. for a new station on frequency 
2167.2H MHz toward Fairbanks, Alaska, 
on azimuth 264*14*. 

4244- C1-P-74, Florida Telephone Corporation 
(KIV81), Railroad Avenue. Montverde. 
Florida. Lat. 28°36'04" N.. Long. 81*40*30" 
W. C.P. to add frequency 10955V MHz to¬ 
ward a new point of communication at 
Clermont. Florida, on azimuth 240*79'. 

4245- C l-P-74, Same (New), 819 DeSoto 
Street, Clermont. Florida. Lat. 28*33 14" N., 
Long. 81 *46'09" W. C.P. for a new station 
on frequency 11405V MHz toward Mont¬ 
verde, Florida, on azimuth 60*74*. 

4246- Cl-P-74, Continental Telephone Com¬ 
pany of Texas (New), NW Corner of Main 
and Worthy Streets. Donie. Texas. Lat. 
31 28*29" N.. Long. 96*13*23" W. C.P. for 
a new station on frequency 6226.9V MHz 
toward Fairfield, Texas, on azimuth 15*45'. 

4247- C1—P-74, Same (KLR66), U S Highway 
#84. 1 mile East of Fairfield, Texas. Lat. 
31 °43'12" N.. Long. 96*08*31" W. C.P. to 
add frequency 6152.8V MHz toward new 
point of communication at Donie, Texas- 
on azimuth 195*48'. 

4248- C1—TC- (32) —74, Consent to Transfer of 

Control From All America Cables and 
Radio, Inc., TRANSFEROR to Puerto Rico 
Telephone Authority, TRANSFEREE, for 
Stations: WWT64—Yunque Mtn.. Rio 

Grande, P.R., WWY31—Santa Isabel, P.R., 
WWY32—Guayama. P.R., W WY 34—Are - 
clbo. P.R., WWY35—San Sebastian. P.R., 
WWY36—Aguadillo, P.R., WWY73—Hu- 
macao, P.R., WWR74—San Juan, P.R., 
WWR75—Mtn. Peak. “Cerro MftraviUas‘\ 
PR.. WWR76—Ponce. PR.. WWT47— 
Mayaguez, P.R., WWT48—Monte Del 
Estado, P.R., WWT49—Jayuya. P.R., 
WWT63—Fajardo. PR., WQP80—Corozal, 
P.R.. WWY91—Rio Grande, P R. WWZ29— 
La Torrecllla, P.R., WWZ30—Orocovis, P.R., 
WWZ31—Barranqultas, PR., WWZ32— 
Comerio, P.R., WWZ49—Hato Tejas, PR., 
WWZ20—Mayaguez. P.R., WWU22—Utua- 
do. P.R., WQP83—Toa Alta, PR., WQP82— 
Naranjito, PR., WQP79—Dorado. P.R., 
WQP81—Vega Alta, PR., WQP78—Cedro 
Abajo, PR., KFB60—Old San Juan, PR., 
KFB80—Escuela Cubuy, P.R., KFB59— 
Buena Vista, PR. 

4250-C1-MP-74, American Television and 
Communications Corp. (WJL80) 2.0 Miles 
West of Micco, Florida. Lat. 27 c 53'02" N„ 
Long. 80*32'12" W. Mod. of C.P. to change 
frequencies from 5974.8H MHz and 6034.2H 
MHz to 5945.2V MHz and 6063.8V MHz to¬ 
ward Melbourne (WSM71), Florida, on azi¬ 
muth 330*48'. 

4249- C1-MP-74, Same (WSM71), 7.0 Miles 
West of Melbourne, Florida. Lat. 28*08*53" 
N., Long 80*42*12" W. Mod. of C.P. (a) to 
change frequency from 6093.5V MHz to 
6152.8V MHz (6974.8V MHz retained) to¬ 
ward Tohopkee, Florida; (b) to change 
azimuth toward Tohopkee to 291*10'; (c) 
to change frequencies from 6034.2V MHz 
and 6093.5V MHz to 6974.8V MHz and 
6152.8V MHz toward Cocoa, Florida, on 
azimuth 334*12'; and (d) to change fre¬ 
quencies from 6034.2H MHz and 6093.5H 
MHz to 5974.8V MHz and 6152.8V MHz to¬ 
ward Merritt Island, Florida on azimuth 
357*60'. (Note. —A waiver of Section 21.701 
(i) is requested by ATC). 

MAJOR AMENDMENTS 

405-C1-P-71, United Video, Inc. (New). 0.4 
Mile West of Ardmore, Oklahoma. Lat. 
34"09'55" N., Long. 97*09 30" W. Applica¬ 
tion amended to add frequency 11626V 


MHz toward Loco. Oklahoma on azimuth 
292*20'. 

406- C1—P-71, Same (New), 5.2 Miles ESE of 
Loco, Oklahoma. Lat. 34*18*46" N. t Long. 
97*35*36" W. Application amended to add 
frequency 11015H MHz toward Duncan, 
Oklahoma, on azimuth 312*48*. 

407- C1—P-71, Same (New), 6.0 Miles North 
of Duncan, Oklahoma. Lat. 34*34*16" N., 
Long. 97*55*40" W. Application amended to 
add frequency 11625H MHz toward Lawton. 
Oklahoma on azimuth 273°48*. 

6808-C1-P-73, Eastern Microwave, Inc. 
(KEA27), 3.2 Miles West of Springwater. 
New York. Lat. 42*38*21" N., Long. 

77*39*34" W. Application amended (a) to 
delete Victor, New York as point to com¬ 
munication; and (b) to add frequencies 
11425V MHz and 11585V MHz toward New 
point of communication at Lima, New 
York, on azimuth 00*34*. 

5909-C1-P-73, Same (New), 2.5 Miles SW of 
Lima, New York. Lat. 42°53*20" N., Long. 
77*39*22" W. Application amended (a) to 
delete Greece, New York, as point of com¬ 
munication; (b) to relocate East Rochester, 
New York, receive site to Lat. 43*06*32" N., 
Long. 77*27*31" W.; and (c) to change azi¬ 
muth to 33*19' toward East Rochester on 
frequencies 10775V MHz and 11015V MHz, 
unchanged. 

1113-C1-P-74, United Video. Inc. (New), 1.5 
Miles NW of Lincoln, Illinois. Lat. 40*09*48" 
N.. Long. 89°23'23" W. Application 
amended (a) to change station location to 
foregoing coordinates and (b) to add a 
second frequency 11385H MHz (11465H 
MHz new pending), toward Springfield. 
Illinois, on new azimuth 199*23'. 

3795- Cl-P-74, United Video. Inc. (New), 

Springfield, Illinois. Lat. 39*45*06" N.. 

Long. 89*34*38" W. Application amended to 
add frequency 6256.5H toward Taylorville, 
Illinois, on azimuth 133*24'. 

3796- Cl-P-74, Same (KEZ53). 3.0 Miles SW 
of Taylorville. Illinois. Lat. 39*30*43" N.. 
Long. 89*15*02" W. Application amended 
to add frequency 6019.3H MHz toward 
Schram City, Illinois on azimuth 204*01*. 

3797- Cl-P-74, Same (KEZ51), 0.4 Mile East of 
Schram City, Illinois. Lat. 39°10'09" N.. 
Long. 89*26*48" W. Application amended to 
add frequency 6271.4H MHz toward Mt. 
Olive, Illinois on azimuth 247*30*. 

3798- Cl-P-74, Same (New). 1.2 Miles North 
of Mt. Olive, Illinois. Lat. 39*05*03" N„ 
Long. 89*42*33" W. Application amended 
(a) to change station location to foregoing 
coordinates; (b) to change frequency from 
5945.2H MHz to 5974.8V MHz toward Alton. 
Illinois; (c) to change azimuth to 
241*29* toward Alton, Illinois; and (d) to 
add frequency 6034.2V MHz toward Alton, 
Illinois. (Note: A waiver of Section 21.701 
(1) is requested by United.) 

323D-Cl-P-74. RCA Alaska Communications. 
Inc. (New), Put River, Alaska. Change geo¬ 
graphic coordinates to Lat. 70° 15*34" N., 
Long. 148°36'32" W. All other particulars 
same as reported in public notice dated 
March 4, 1974. 

2017-Cl-P-74, American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Company (KIM29). 0.3 Mile NW of 
East Lynn, Illinois. Change Frequency di¬ 
rected toward Williamsport, Indiana, from 
3770H to 3730H MHz. All other particulars 
same as reported in Public Notice dated 
December 3, 1973. 

2026-Cl-P-74, American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Company (KIM52), 4.0 Miles NE of 
Leopold, Indiana. Correct Frequency di¬ 
rected toward Payneville, Kentucky, from 
4150V to 4110V MHz. All other particulars 
same as reported in Public Notice dated 
December 3, 1973. 

3790-Cl-P-74, RCA Alaska Communications, 
Inc. (New), 4 Miles South of Valdez. 
Alaska. Change geographic coordinates to 
Lat. 61*04'67" N., Long. 146“21'46" W All 
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other particulars same as reported In Pub¬ 
lic Notice dated April 15, 1974. 

Erratum. Reference Public Notice #694. 
April 1, 1974. Applications Accepted for Fil¬ 
ing. 3557-C1-P-74, Tidewater Telephone 
Company (KIY33). Coordinates changed to 
Lat. 37*36'02" N., Long. 76*34'02" W. 

MTTLTIPOI NT DISTRIBUTION SERVICE 

50155-C5-MP-74, Microband Corporation of 
America (WPF48), Modification of Con¬ 
struction Permit to change polarization to 
"Vertical”, change antenna system and 
change transmitter. Station Location: 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Lat. 40°26'30" 
N.. Long. 80°00'02" W. 

50166-C5-P-74, RCC of Virginia. Inc. (New), 
Carter’s Mountain. 1.5 Miles South of 
Charlottesville. Virginia. C.P. for a new 
station on frequencies 2150.25V MHz and 
2154.75V MHz. 

50157—C5-P-74. Same (New). Top of Mill 
Mountain. Roanoke. Virginia. Lat. 37*15' 
01" N., Long. 79°56'00" W. CP. for a new 
station on frequencies 2150.25 MHz and 
2154.75V. 

50158-C5-P-74, Microband Corporation of 
American. (WPE99). CP. to change loca¬ 
tion of station to I.D6. Budding. 7th 
Street and Marquette. Minneapolis, Min¬ 
nesota. Lat. 44°58'31" N.. Long. 93*16'19" 
W. 

Correction. The following information was 
erroneously omitted from Public Notice #701, 
dated 5-20-74. 

Informative. It appears that the following 
applications may be mutually exclusive sub¬ 
ject to the Commission’s Rules regarding ex 
parte presentations, reasons of potential elec¬ 
trical interference. 

Minnesota—Minneapol is: 

Airslgnal International. Inc. (New) 50103- 
C5—P-74. 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50029- 
C5-P-74. 

Private Networks, Inc. (New) 50120-C5-P- 
74. 

Transnational Films (New) 50128-C5-P-74. 
Louisiana—New Orleans: 

Digital Paging Systems. Inc. (New) 50028- 
C5-P-74. 

Taft Broadcasting Corporation (New) 
50101-C5-P-74. 

J.D. & L.D. Garvey d/b/a Radiofone (New) 
50115-C5—P-74. 

Private Networks. Inc. (New) 50125-C5-P- 
74. 

Midwest Corporation (New) 50129-C5-P- 
74. 

Texas—Dallas: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50037- 
C5-P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 

(New) 50066-C5—P-74. 

Microband Corporation of America (New) 
50148—C 5—P-74. 

Airslgnal International. Inc. (New) 50116- 
C5-P-74. 

Private Networks. Inc. (New) 50122-C5-P- 
74. 

M.C.C.A. Service Corporation (New) 50131- 
C5-P-74. 

Mr. H. L. Woodbury (New) 5013O-C5-P-74. 
Massachusetts—Boston: 

Digital Paging Systems. Inc. (New) 50085- 
C5-P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50132-C5-P-74. 

New York—New York: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50051- 
C5—P-74. 

Private Networks. Inc. (New) 50154-CS-P- 
74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50133-C5-P-74. 

Pennsylvania—Philadelphia: 

Digital Paging Systems. Inc. (New) 50047- 
C5-P-74. 


Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50134-C5—P-74. 

California—San Francisco: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50089- 
C5-P-74. 

Intrastate Radio Telephone Inc. of San 
Francisco (New) 50137-C5-P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50135-C5-P-74. 

District of Columbia—Washington: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50075- 
C5-P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50136—C5-P-74. 

II1 inols—Chicago: 

Digital Paging Systems. Inc. (New) 50035- 
C5-P-74. 

Rockford Communications Co., Inc. (New) 
50107—C5—P-74. 

Microband Corporation of America (New) 
50110-C5-P-74. 

Airslgnal International, Inc. (New) 50117- 
C5-P-74. 

Private Networks, Inc. (New) 50126-^5-P- 
74. 

Cross Country Network, Inc. (New) 50138- 
C5-P-74. 

Missouri—Kansas City: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50149- 
C5-P-74. 

United Video, Inc. (New) 50052-C5-P-74. 

Private Networks, Inc. (New) 50127-C5-P- 
74. 

Airslgnal International. Inc. (New) 50149- 
C5-P-74. 

Midwest Corporation (New) 50139-C5-P- 
74. 

Texas—Houston: 

Digital Paging Systems. Inc. (New) 50040- 
C5—P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50068-C5-P—74. 

H. L. Woddbury (New) 50150-C5-P-74. 

Microband Corporation of America (New) 
50151-C5-P-74. 

M.C.C.A. Service Corporation (New) 50152- 
C5-P-74. 

Private Networks, Inc. (New) 50153-C5-P- 
74. 

Airslgnal International, Inc. (New) 50140- 
C5-P-74. 

Ohio—Cleveland: 

Multipoint Information Systems, Inc. 
(New) 50056-C5-P—74. 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50057- 
C5-P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50143—C5—P-74. 

Maryland—Baltimore: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 50032- 
C5-P-74. 

Microband Corporation of America (New) 
50113—C 5—P-74. 

Private Networks. Inc. (New) 50123-C5-P- 
74. 

Vldlcom, Inc. (New) 50144-C5-P-74. 

Missouri—St. Louis: 

Digital Paging Systems, Inc. (New) 60034- 
C5-P-74. 

United Video, Inc. (New) 50053-C5-P-74. 

Private Networks,-Inc. (New) 50019-C5- 
P—74. 

M.C.C.A. Service Corporation (New) 50147- 
C5-P-74. 

Midwest Corporation (New) 50145-C5-P-74. 

Florida—Miami: 

Tel-Car Corporation (New) 50038-C5- 
P-74. 

Southern Pacific Communications Co. 
(New) 50070-C5-P-74. 

Airslgnal International. Inc. (New) 50104- 

C5-P-74. 

Multi-Communications Services, Inc. 
(New) 50105-C5-P-74. 

Private Networks. Inc. (New) 50124-C5- 
P-74. 

M.C.C.A. Service CorporaUon (New) 50146- 
C5-P-74. 

fFR Doc.74-12540 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


(Dockets Nos. 19920, 19921; Files Nos. BPH- 
8236, BPH-8333 J 

DAVID ORTIZ RADIO CORP. AND SOUTH 
WESTERN BROADCASTING CORP. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Enlarging 
Issues 

1. The above-captioned mutually ex¬ 

clusive applications were designated for 
hearing by Order of the Chief of the 
Broadcast Bureau, 39 FR 2799, published 
January 24, 1974. Now before the Review 
Board is a motion to enlarge issues, filed 
February 8. 1974, by Southwestern 

Broadcasting Corp. (Southwestern), 
Hormigueros. Puerto Rico, seeking the 
addition of Rule 1.65, Rule 1.514 and fi¬ 
nancial issues against David Ortiz Radio 
Corp., Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico, (Ortiz). 1 * 3 

2. Southwestern contends that a § 1.65 
issue is required because of Ortiz’s failure 
to timely amend its pending FM appli¬ 
cation * to reflect the December 19, 1973 
filing of its application requesting night¬ 
time au thoriz ation for its daytime AM 
Station WEKO.* Specification of the re¬ 
quested issue is especially warranted 
here. Southwestern asserts, because the 
application involves a major change in 
an AM station owned by an applicant 
for an FM station in the same com¬ 
munity.* Petitioner bases its request for 
a 5 1.514 issue on Ortiz’s failure to in¬ 
clude any reference to the pending FM 
application in its AM application. Fur¬ 
ther, in light of Ortiz’s failure to con¬ 
sider these two applications together in 
order to establish its financial qualifica¬ 
tions. petitioner claims that an avail¬ 
ability of funds issue is also required. Ac¬ 
cording to petitioner, it cannot be deter¬ 
mined from the information now on file 
whether sufficient funds are available to 
Ortiz to construct and operate both sta¬ 
tions for one year. Thus, petitioner points 
out that the Ortiz balance sheet filed with 
the WEKO nighttime application reflects 
that current liabilities ($8,305.05) exceed 
cash ($7,743.30) by $561.75; moreover. 
Southwestern asserts, the accounts re¬ 
ceivable listed in the balance sheet can¬ 
not be relied upon since they have not 
been shown to be “aged’* and certified 
collectible within 90 days by a Certified 
Public Accountant. 

3. In opposition, Ortiz contends that 
the failure to amend its FM application 
in a timely fashion was purely inad¬ 
vertent. In support of this contention. 
Ortiz points out that upon discovering its 
omission it voluntarily amended its FM 
application to report the filing of its AM 
application on February 5, 1974, and, 
significantly, that it amended its appli- 


1 The Board also has before it for considera¬ 
tion the following related pleadings: (a) op¬ 
position, filed February 19. 1974, by Ortiz; and 
(b) opposition, filed February 21, 1974, by 
the Broadcast Bureau. 

* The FM application was filed on January 
19. 1973. 

3 Ortiz did not file an amendment to the 
FM application reporting the filing of its AM 
application untU February 5. 1974. more than 
30 days after filing the AM application. 

‘ Citing Alvin L. Komgold, 31 FCC 2d 39. 22 
RR 2d 661 (1971); A. V. Bamford. 41 FCC 2d 
835. 27 RR 2d 1959 (1973). 
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cation prior to the filing of Southwest¬ 
ern’s motion. Similarly, the applicant 
contends that a 5 1.514 issue is not war¬ 
ranted since it voluntarily amended its 
AM application on February 4, 1974, to 
report its FM application. In any event, 
Ortiz claims it had no motive to conceal 
the pertinent information since it is fi¬ 
nancially qualified to build and operate 
both facilities. In this connection, Ortiz 
states that its current balance sheet 
shows funds available in the amount of 
$22,000 B to meet total first year costs of 
$21,756. According to the applicant, this 
does not include any reliance on the 
profits from Station WEKO, which 
earned $25,938 in 1972. Finally, Ortiz 
alleges that he will file an amendment 
to the AM application to show that an 
additional $4,000 loan commitment is 
available to meet the expenses involved 
in that application. The Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau also opposes addition of the re¬ 
quested $§1.65 and 1.514 issues on the 
grounds that the failure to timely comply 
with those sections appears to have been 
inadvertent and not motivated by any 
desire to conceal pertinent information. 
The Bureau also opposes addition of the 
requested financial issue because, in its 
view, when the profitable operation of 
WEKO is taken into consideration, Ortiz 
has sufficient funds to cover the esti¬ 
mated costs. 

4. The Board will not add the re¬ 
quested §§1.65 and 1.514 issues. Although 
Ortiz was not in strict compliance with 
the provisions of §§ 1.65 and 1.514 of the 
rules, his petitions to amend were filed 
within a short time after the expiration 
of the time allotted by the rules, and 
were filed voluntarily before South¬ 
western filed the instant motion to en¬ 
large issues. Since the above noted cir¬ 
cumstances sufficiently distinguish the 
instant proceeding from the cases cited 
by Southwestern, and since it appears 
that the omissions were purely inadvert¬ 
ent and not the result of an attempt to 
mislead or deceive the Commission, the 
§§1.65 and 1.514 issues will not be speci¬ 
fied. See Lester H. Allen, 17 FCC 2d 439, 
16 RR 2d 19 (1969). However, based on 
the record before us, the Board is unable 
to conclude that Ortiz will have sufficient 
funds to construct and operate both sta¬ 
tions for one year. Ortiz’s most recent 
balance sheet, dated November 30, 1973, 
shows that current liabilities exceed cash 
on hand by $561.75. Although the bal¬ 
ance sheet also lefiects accounts receiv¬ 
able of $25,544.37, it is well established 
that in the absence of a special showing 
of liquidity such as here, accounts re¬ 
ceivable cannot be relied upon to estab¬ 
lish financial qualifications.* 1 Nor can the 
applicant rely on the availability of 
profits from Station WEKO since it can¬ 
not be determined from the balance sheet 


n Ortiz relies on loans from a credit co¬ 
operative and from Jo6e Ortiz Cintron in the 
amount of $12,000 and $10,000 respectively. 

c Miami Broadcasting Corp., 9 FCC 2d 694, 
10 RR 2d 1037 (1967); Vista Broadcasting 
Co., Inc.. 18 FCC 2d 636, 16 RR 2d 838 (1969); 
Erwin O’Conner Broadcasting Co., 37 FCC 
2d 983. 25 RR 2d 782 (1972). 


whether the cash flow generated by the 
station would, in fact, be available for 
the construction and operation of both 
stations. See Erwin O'Conner Broadcast¬ 
ing Co., 37 FCC 2d 983, 25 RR 2d 782 
(1972). In addition, we cannot rely on 
the availability of the $10,000 loan from 
Jose Ortiz Cintron because the balance 
sheet submitted with the loan agreement 
does not disclose the liabilities, if any, 
of Mr. Cintron and therefore does not 
afford a basis for determining his overall 
ability to meet his commitment. 7 8 There¬ 
fore. including the $12,000 loan from the 
credit cooperative, Ortiz has shown only 
$19,743.30 in current assets (including 
cash on hand) with which to meet 
$21,756 in total estimated costs for both 
the FM and AM proposals. However, 
even these assets must be reduced by the 
total amount of current liabilities. Alvin 
L. Korngold, 31 FCC 2d 39, 22 RR 2d 661 
(1971). Therefore, an appropriate finan¬ 
cial issue will be added to determine 
whether Ortiz has sufficient available 
funds to meet the estimated costs of both 
proposals. 

5. Accordingly, It is ordered , That the 
motion to enlarge issues, filed Febru¬ 
ary 8, 1974, by Southwestern Broadcast¬ 
ing Corp., 4s granted to the extent indi¬ 
cated herein, and is denied in all other 
respects; and 

6. It is further ordered, That the is¬ 
sues in this proceeding are enlarged to 
include the following issue: 

To determine whether David Ortiz Radio 
Corporation has available sufficient addi¬ 
tional funds to construct and operate his 
proposed Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico, FM station 
for one year, and whether, in light of the 
evidence adduced. David Ortiz Radio Corpo¬ 
ration is financially qualified. 

1. It is further ordered. That the bur¬ 
dens of proceeding with the introduc¬ 
tion of evidence and proof pursuant to 
the issue specified herein shall be on 
David Ortiz Radio Corp. 

Adopted: May 23, 1974. 

Released: May 24, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission/ 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12535 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


(Dockets Nos. 19872, 19873; Files Nos. BR- 
1150, BP-181621 

THE WESTERN CONNECTICUT BROAD¬ 
CASTING CO. AND RADIO STAMFORD, 
INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Enlarging 
Issues 

1. This case was designated for hearing 
on November 21, 1973/ and at that time 


7 Similarly, we cannot rely on the addi¬ 
tional $4,000 loan from Mr. Cintron untU 
the amendment reflecting that loan has been 
accepted by the Judge. 

8 By the Review Board: Board Member Nel¬ 
son dissenting and voting to exclude the 
financial issue. 

1 FCC 73-1186, adopted November 14 and 
released November 21, 1973. 


Radio Stamford’s application, as 
amended, showed Edmund W. Davis to 
be a director, an 11 percent stockholder 
(subscribing to five shares of stock) and 
the proposed Special Assistant for news, 
public affairs and minority community. 
Western Connecticut Broadcasting Co.. 
Stamford, Connecticut, now charges, in a 
petition to enlarge issues/ that Radio 
Stamford’s application has not been 
amended to reveal changes in the cor¬ 
porate status of Mr. Davis. 

2. The facts, as they are revealed by 
the pleadings, are that on February 12, 
1974, Mr. Davis stated in a letter to the 
president of Radio Stamford, Stamford. 
Connecticut, that it was necessary for 
him to resign as a director “effective im¬ 
mediately.” He indicated a willingness to 
relinquish or retain his stock, depend¬ 
ing on how the corporation felt about 
that. This resignation was not accepted 
by the corporation until April 30, 1974, 
at which time Mr. Nathaniel Dickerson 
was elected a director and assigned the 
duties to have been performed by Mr. 
Davis. Mr. Dickerson also became a stock 
subscriber, but Mr. Davis retained a 
stock interest in the applicant. None of 
the facts detailed in this paragraph were 
reported to the Commission until May 2. 
1974, the date on which Radio Stamford 
filed its opposition to the instant peti¬ 
tion; they were also reported in an 
amendment filed with the Presiding 
Judge. 

3. The Board agrees that a § 1.65 issue 
should be specified. Radio Stamford’s 
excuse for the long delay in reporting 
the changes are not persuasive. In view 
of Mr. Davis’ statement that he was 
resigning as director “effective imme¬ 
diately”, the applicant had the obliga¬ 
tion to act promptly if it wished to avoid 
the consequences of its failure to do so. 
While unavailability of Radio Stam¬ 
ford’s local counsel may have been par¬ 
tially responsible for the delay, it does 
not account for all of it. Indeed, it ap¬ 
pears that most of the decisions that 
have just recently been reported had 
been made, in all but the execution of 
the formalities, as early as the middle 
of March. On March 11 one of appli¬ 
cant’s principals signed an affidavit in 
which Mr. Davidson was referred to as 
a director and special assistant with 
the duties previously assigned to Mr. 
Davis. Thus, the Board will add a § 1.65 
issue, but only on a comparative basis 
since the facts do not demonstrate an 
intent to conceal. 

4. Petitioner has also sought a mis¬ 
representation and concealment issue 
against Radio Stamford. Misrepresenta¬ 
tion and concealment is alleged because 
Mr. Davis’ resignation was not reported 
to the Commission shortly after it oc¬ 
curred, but the Board does not agree, 
under the circumstances related in the 
opposition, that the failure to report 
stemmed from a desire to mislead the 


2 The petition was filed on April 12, 1974. 
On May 2, 1974, Radio Stamford filed an op¬ 
position and the Broadcast Bureau filed com¬ 
ments, and Western Connecticut submitted 
its reply on May 14, 1974. 
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Commission or conceal facts from it. An 
issue is also requested to determine 
whether Radio Stamford has failed to 
comply with an Order of the Presiding 
Judge. The Board will not rule on the 
merits of this question, believing that 
this is a matter for the Judge’s deter¬ 
mination, initially at least. 

5. Accordingly, It is ordered. That the 
petition to enlarge issues filed by The 
Western Connecticut Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany on April 12, 1974, is granted to the 
extent that the issues are enlarged to 
include the following: 

To determine whether Radio Stam¬ 
ford. Inc., has failed to comply with the 
provisions of § 1.65 of the Commission's 
rules, and. if so, the effect thereof on 
that applicant’s comparative qualifica¬ 
tions. 

6. It t$ further ordered. That in all 
other respects the petition to enlarge 
issues is denied. 

Adopted: May 23,1974. 

Released: May 24, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[ seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

f FR Doc.74-12539 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

INTER-AGENCY FAIR HOUSING DATA 
EVALUATION PROJECT 

Notice of Commencement 

In order to determine the most effec¬ 
tive reporting procedure to measure 
compliance by insured State nonmember 
banks with the provisions of section 805, 
Title Vin of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3605), the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, acting pursuant 
to section 7(a)(1) of the Federal De¬ 
posit Insurance Act. as amended (12 
U.S.C. 1817(a)(1)), has determined to 
field test for a six-month period sev¬ 
eral methods of collecting and reporting 
data relating to racial and ethnic char¬ 
acteristics of loan applicants. Three re¬ 
porting procedures have been adopted 
for trial by insured State nonmember 
banks having offices located in any of 
eighteen designated Standard Metropol¬ 
itan Statistical Areas. Copies of the re¬ 
porting forms are filed herewith and 
designated as Exhibits A, 1 B 1 and C. 1 A 
list of the designated Standard Metro¬ 
politan Statistical Areas selected for the 
test and the report form to be used by 
offices located in those areas is appended 
hereto as Exhibit D. 

Effective June 1, 1974. each insured 
State nomnember bank having offices 
located in any of the designated Stand¬ 
ard Metropolitan Statistical Areas is re¬ 
quired to collect racial, ethnic and other 
data in accordance with applicable in¬ 
structions with respect to all loan ap¬ 
plications received in any office located 
in a designated Standard Metropolitan 


1 Exhibits A through C filed as part of orig¬ 
inal document. 


Statistical Area requesting loans for the 
purpose of purchasing, constructing, im¬ 
proving, repairing or maintaining a 
dwelling and report the results on the 
reporting form designated for the spe¬ 
cific Standard Metropolitan Statistical 
Area. 

All reports are to be submitted to: 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
550 17th Street, NW. 

Washington, D.C. 20429 

By order of the Board of Directors. 

Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal 1 Alan R. Miller, 

Executive Secretary. 
Exhibit D 

STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS 
SELECTED FOR PILOT PROJECT TESTING DATA 
COLLECTION SYSTEMS 


Banks having offices in the following 
SMSA's will collect required data on Form 
PHIS and report data on Form FHIR-A. 

Atlanta, Ga. San Antonio, Tex. 

Buffalo, N.Y. Washington, D.C. 

Chicago, Ill. San Diego. Calif. 

Banks having offices In the following 
SMSA's will collect required data on Form 
5200/02 and report data on Form 5200/03. 


Baltimore, Md. 
Galveston-Texas 
City, Tex. 
Jackson. Miss. 
Jersey City, N J. 


Valle jo-Falrfield- 
Napa, Calif. 

Tampa-St. Peters¬ 

burg, Fla. 


Banks having offices in the following 
SMSA's will collect required data on Equal 
Housing Lender Form EHLF and submit com¬ 
pleted forms. 


Bridgeport. Conn. Montgomery, Ala. 

Cleveland. Ohio. Topeka. Kans. 

Memphis, Tenn. Tucson, Ariz. 

I FR Doc.74-12571 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

| Docket No. G-l 2425. etc ] 

CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 

AND NECESSITY; RATE SCHEDULES, 

ETC.; CERTAIN COMPANIES 

May 22, 1974. 

Each Applicant herein has filed an ap¬ 
plication pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity authoriz¬ 
ing the sale for resale and delivery of 
natural gas in interstate commerce or a 
petition to amend an order issuing a cer¬ 
tificate. all as more fully set forth in the 
applications and petitions to am<*id. 

Applicants have filed FPC gas rate 
schedules or supplements to rate sched¬ 
ules on file with the Commission and 
propose to initiate, continue, add or dis¬ 
continue in part natural gas service in 
interstate commerce as indicated in the 
tabulation herein. 

After due notice by publication in the 
Federal Register, no petitions to inter¬ 
vene, notices of intervention, or protests 
to the granting of the applications and 
petitions have been filed. 

At a hearing held on May 16. 1974, the 
Commission on its own motion received 
and made a part of the record in this pro¬ 
ceeding all evidence, including the ap¬ 


plications and petitions, as supplemented 
and amended, and exhibits thereto, sub¬ 
mitted in support of the authorizations 
sought herein, and upon consideration of 
the record. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Each Applicant herein is a “natu¬ 
ral-gas company" within the meaning of 
the Natural Gas Act as heretofore found 
by the Commission or will be engaged 
in the sale of natural gas in interstate 
commerce for resale for ultimate public 
consumption, subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Commission, and will, therefore, 
be a "natural-gas company" within the 
meaning of the Natural Gas Act upon 
the commencement of service under the 
authorizations hereinafter granted. 

(2) The sales of natural gas herein¬ 
before described, as more fully described 
in the applications in this proceeding, 
will be made in interstate commerce sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion; and such sales by Applicants to¬ 
gether with the construction and opera¬ 
tion of any facilities subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission necessary' 
therefor, are subject to the requirements 
of Subsections (c) and (e) of section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act. 

(3) Applicants are able and willing 
properly to do the acts and to perform 
the service proposed and to conform to 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the requirements, rules and regulations 
of the Commission thereunder. 

(4) The sales of natural gas by Appli¬ 
cants, together with the construction and 
operation of any facilities subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission neces¬ 
sary therefor, are required by the public 
convenience and necessity: and certifi¬ 
cates therefor should be issued as herein¬ 
after ordered and conditioned. 

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act and the public convenience 
and necessity require that the orders 
issuing certificates of public convenience 
and necessity in various dockets involved 
herein should be amended as hereinafter 
ordered. 

(6) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that the FPC gas rate 
schedules and supplements related to 
the authorizations hereinafter granted 
should be accepted for filing or redesig¬ 
nated as hereinafter ordered. 

(7) The rates effective subject to re¬ 
fund in Docket Nos. RI71-397 and RI71- 
546 for sales by Essex Royalty Corpora¬ 
tion 1 are below the applicable area base 
rates. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity are issued upon the terms 
and conditions of this order authorizing 
sales by Applicants of natural gas in in¬ 
terstate commerce for resale, together 
with the construction and operation of 
any facilities subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Commission necessary therefor, 
all as hereinbefore described and as more 


1 Predecessor In interest to Applicant in 
Docket No. CI69-927. 
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fully described in the applications and 
in the tabulation herein. 

(B> The certificates granted in para¬ 
graph (A) above are not transferable and 
shall be effective only so long as Appli¬ 
cants continue the acts or operations 
hereby authorized in accordance with 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the applicable rules, regulations, and 
orders of the Commission. 

(C) The grant of the certificates is¬ 
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be 
construed as a waiver of the require¬ 
ments of section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the 
Commission's regulations thereunder 
and is without prejudice to any findings 
or orders which have been or which may 
hereafter be made by the Commission 
in any proceedings now pending or here¬ 
after instituted by or against Applicants. 
Further, our action in this proceeding 
shall not foreclose or prejudice any fu¬ 
ture proceedings or objections relating 
to the operation of any price or related 
provisions in the gas purchase contracts 
herein involved. The grant of the certifi¬ 
cates aforesaid for service to the particu¬ 
lar customers involved does not imply 
approval of all of the terms of the con¬ 
tracts, particularly as to the cessation of 
the service upon termination of said 
contracts as provided by section 7(b) of 
the Natural Gas Act. The grant of the 
certificates aforesaid shall not be con¬ 
strued to preclude the imposition of any 
sanctions pursuant to the provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act for the unauthorized 
commencement of any sales of natural 
gas subject to said certificates. 

(D) The orders issuing certificates of 
public convenience and necessity in vari¬ 
ous dockets are amended by adding 
thereto or deleting therefrom authoriza¬ 
tion to sell natural gas or by substituting 
successors in interest as certificate hold¬ 
ers as more fully described in the appli¬ 
cations and in the tabulation herein. In 
all other respects said orders shall re¬ 
main in full force and effect. 

(E) The order issuing a certificate in 
Docket No. CI69-737 is amended by de¬ 
leting therefrom authorization to sell 
gas where said sale is authorized to be 
continued herein in Docket No. CI74-458. 
and in all other respects said order shall 
remain in full force and effect. 

(F) The certificates and certificate 
authorizations granted in Docket Nos. 
CI67-1076. CI69-927. CI74-370, CI74- 
435, CI74-457 and CI74-458 are subject 
to the Commission's findings and orders 
accompanying Opinion Nos. 598, 598-A 
and 662, as applicable. If the quality of 
the gas deviates at any time from the 
quality standards set forth in the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act so as to 
require a downward adjustment of the 
existing rates, notices of changes in rate 
shall be filed pursuant to Section 4 of the 
Natural Gas Act; provided, however, that 
adjustments reflecting changes in Btu 


content of the gas shall be computed by 
the applicable formula and charged with¬ 
out the filing of notices of changes in 
rate. 

(G) Applicants in the dockets indi¬ 
cated shall charge and collect the follow¬ 
ing rates, subject to Btu adjustment 
where applicable: 


Docket No. 

Rate (cents per 
thousand cubic 
feet) 

Pressure l>ase 
pounds per square 
inch absolute 

G-12425.- 

25.0 

14.65 

C161-1307. 

24.0 

15.025 

C106-1106. 

>31.0 

14.65 

C173-46.. 

24.0 

15.025 

C173-760.. 

24.0 

15.025 

Cl 73-038. 

24.0 

15.025 

C174-370.. 

17.5 

15.025 

C174-386.. 

24.0 

15.025 

C174-435__ 

35.0 

14.65 

C174-457. 

35.0 

14.65 


> Subject to tax reimbursement. 


(H> The rate proceedings in Docket 
Nos. RI71-397 and RI71-546 are ter¬ 
minated. 

(I) The certificate granted herein in 
Docket No. CI74-370 involving sales of 
natural gas by Columbia Gas Develop¬ 
ment Corporation to its affiliate. Colum¬ 
bia Gas Transmission Corporation, de¬ 
termines the rate which legally may be 
paid to the seller by the buyer, but is 
without prejudice to any action which 
the Commission may take in any rate 
proceedings involving said companies. 

(J) The rate schedules and rate sched¬ 
ule supplements related to the authoriza¬ 
tions granted herein are accepted for 
filing or are redesignated, all as set forth 
in the tabulation herein. 

By the Commission. 

TsealI Mary B. Kidd, 

Acting Secretary. 


Docket No. FPC gas rate schedule 

and Applicant Purchaser and location -- 

date tiled Description and date of No. 8upp. 

document 


G-12425.. Texaco Inc____ Texas Eastern Tran sails- Letter agreement 0-1-73—3 

C 8-17-73 sdon Corp., Chapman 

1-28-74 * Ranch Field, Nueces 

County, Tox. 

C181-1307__ Amoco Production Co_El Paso Natural Oas Co., 

C 2-1-74 Iluerfano Gallup Field, 

San Juan County, N. 

Mex. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. 
of America, Los Mogotes 
Field, Zapata County, 

Tex. 


Supplemental agreement 
10-24-73. 


C163-73_ 

E 11-12-73 


Texas Oil A Gas Corp. 
(successor to Skelly Oil 
Co.). 


CI63-1040_..Northern Natural Gas El Paso Natural Gas Co., 

D 7-31-72 * Producing Co. Basin Dakota Field, 

San Juan County, N. 
Mex. 

C163-1060_.....do_sagsss;..do-. 

D 7-31-72» 

D 7-31-72 « 

CI66 1106..._CRA, Inc.—Northern Natural Gas 

C 1-14-74 Co., Mertwm Plant,* 

Irion Comity, Tex. 

C167-1078__ Case-Pomeroy Oil Corp. Transcontinental Gas 

E 7-17-72 T (successor to Essex Roy* Pipe Line Corp., Ship 

alty Corp.). Bhoal Block 208 Field, 

offshore Louisiana. 


C160-027. 

E 7-17-72 T 


CI73-46.— 

C 2-11-74 


CI73-7W 
C 2-4-74 


...r...dO...»z. 


Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corp., Ship 
Bhoal Block 230 Field, 
offshore Louisiana. 


Amoco Production Co.... El Paso Natural Gas Co.. 

South Blanco Pictured 
Cliffs Field, Rio Arriba 
County. N. Mox. 

.-...do.El Paso Natural Gas Co., 

Gonzales Mesa Verde 
Field, Rio Arriba Coun¬ 
ty, N. Mex. 


Skelly Oil Co., FPC gas 
rate schedule No. 176. 

Supplements Nos. 1-8 
thereto. 

Notice of succession 11- - 
12-73. 

Assignment 8-1-73 1 _3 

Effective date: 8-1-73. 

Assignment 8-1-72 

Effective data Date of« 
this order. 

Assignment 8-1-72 •.: 

Effective date: Date of .. 
this order. 

Assignment 5-1-72 

Effective dato: Date of « 
this order. 

Supplemental agreement 
2-18-73. 

Essex Royalty Corp., 
FPC gas rate schedule 
No. I. 

Supplements Nos. 1-10 
thereto. 

Notice of succession 7-13-72.. 

Assignment t-l-70». -ivaa 

Effective date: 1-1-70_ 

Essex Royalty Corp.. 
FPC gas rate schedule 
No. 2. 

Supplomcuta Nos. 1-4 
thereto. 

Notice of succession a 
7-13-72. 

Assignment 1-1-70 

Effective dale: 1-1-70. 

Supplemental agreement 
1-25-74. 


Supplemental agreement 
11-16-73. 


274 

20 

302 

17 

113 


113 

1-8 

113 

6 

25 

25 

27 

25 

26 

24 

51 

4 

12 

4 

1-10 

i* 

..11 

6 

5K * ir — a 

1 

1-4 

1 

6 

6‘>3 

8 

811 

2 


Filing code: A—Initial service. 

B—Abandonment; 

C—Amendment to add acreage. 
D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E—Succession. 

F—Partial succession. 

See footnotes at end of table; 
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Pocket No. FPC gas rate schedule 

und Applicant Purchaser and location - 

dute Cit'd Description and date of No. Sapp. 

document 


lDocket Nos. CP73-132. etc.] 

DISTRIGAS CORP., ET AL. 
Further Extension of Time 


Cl73-038.. ... Continental Oil Co. El Paso Natural Gas Co., Contract 5-17’73. 

A 6-28-73 Blanco Field, San Juan Supplemental agreement 

C 10-1-73 3 County, N. Mox. H-14-73. 

C174-370 »•.Columbia Gas Develop- Columbia Gas Transmit- Contract 0-14-C4 

1-11-74 ment Corp. si on Corp., St. Paul 

Bayou Field, Terre- 
Immiiic Parish, La. 

Cl74-386.. Skolly Oil Co. . El Paso Natural Gas Co., Contract 12 17-73 

A 1-18-74 L. Rent* No. 4 Unit, 

Kto Arriba County, N. 

Mex. 

C174-435... Cities Service Oil Co. Northern Natural Gas Contract 2-0-74 

A 2-21-74 Co., acreage in Lea 

County, N. Mex. 

C'174-457. Atlantic Richfield Co. El Paso Natural Gas Co., Contract 1-11-74 

A 2-27-74 Jalmat. Field, Lea Coun¬ 

ty, N. Mex. 

C174-458_ . Royal Resources Kxplorn- El Paso Natural Gas Co., Contract 9-1-48... 

F 2-27-74 lion. Inc. (successor to Monahans Field. Wink- letter agreement 2-25-49.. 


King Resources Co.). ler County, Tex. Amcmlatory agreement 

10-26-50. 

Amendatory agreement 
3-‘J*>63. 

Assignment !>-22-70 u . 

Assignment lH-72 11 . 


406. 

4U6 2 

15 . 

273 .. 

4tr7 

676 ... 

1 . 

I I 

1 2 

1 3 

1 4 

1 5 


1 Where no effective date is shown, the rate schedule filing has heretofore been accepted. 

3 Amends August 17, l‘.»73, tiling to rrficet 25.0 cents i>er Alcf initial rate in lieu of 24.0 cents p«*r Mef as Mnted in the 
order ameuding certificate issued January 15.1074. 

3 Convoys acreage from Skelly Oil Co. to applicant. 

• As supplemented on February 14. 1074. 

• Conveys acreage from applicant to purchaser. 

• Production from the West Mertxon and Mertcon (Sixty-Seven Canyon) Fields. 

7 Application was submit ted by Essex Royalty Corp. On February 12,1974, Case-Poincroy Oil Corp. lilt**! a request 
that the certificates previously issued to Essex 1 h* issued in its name. 

• Conveys acreage from Essex Royalty Corp. to Case-Pomexoy Oil Corp. 

1 As amended on March 7, 1974. 

so Applicant pro|K)ses to cover its own interest in the sale of natural gas heretofore authorized to Ih* made by WAV. F. 
Oil Corp., now holder of a small producer certificate. 

“ Conveys acreage from King Resources Co. to Royal Resources Corp. 

*> Conveys acreage from Royal Resources Corp. to applicant. 

|FR Doc.74-12330 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


ASHLAND OIL, INC. 

| Docket No. RI74-40J 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing 

May 22. 1974. 

On May 20, 1974, Ashland Oil, Inc., 
filed a motion for an extension of the 
procedural dates fixed by Order issued 
May 15, 1974, in the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that Staff 
Counsel does not object to the request. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are 
modified as follows: 

Service of Ashland’s direct testimony and 
evidence, May 31. 1974. 

Service of Commission staff and opposing 
interveners direct testimony and evidence. 
June 7. 1974. 

Service of all rebuttal evidence, June 12. 1974. 
Hearing, June 12, 1974 (10 a m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.74-12326 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. CP74-186] 

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. 

Further Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing 

May 21, 1974. 

On May 15, 1974, Cities Service Gas 
Company filed a motion for a further ex¬ 
tension of the procedural dates fixed by 
notice issued April 29. 1974, in the above- 
designated matter. The motion states 


that the interveners support the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are fur¬ 
ther modified as follows: 

Service of direct testimony and exhibits by 
Cities, June 20, 1974. 

Service of direct testimony and exhibits by 
the Kansas Commission and Union, 
July 25. 1974. 

Hearing, August 5, 1974 (10 a.m„ e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.74-12322 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. CP74-2711 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Extension of Time 

May 21, 1974. 

On May 15, 1974, Colorado Interstate 
Gas Company filed a motion for an ex¬ 
tension of time to file evidence required 
by the Order issued April 19, 1974, in the 
above-designated matter. On May 16, 
1974, Mountain Fuel Supply Company 
filed a concurrence in the above motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
including July 1, 1974, within w r hich 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company and 
Mountain Fuel Supply Company shall 
file the evidence required by the Order 
of April 19. 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74 12327 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am’ 


May 22, 1974. 

Distrigas Corporation, Distrigas of 
New York Corporation, Distrigas of 
Massachusetts Corporation, Distrigas 
Pipeline Corporation; CP73-132, CP74- 
227, CP73-230, CP74-122, CP73-135, 

CP74-137, CP73-148. 

On May 20,1974, Distrigas Corporation, 
Distrigas of Massachusetts Corporation, 
Distrigas of New York Corporation, and 
Distrigas Pipeline Corporation (Appli¬ 
cants) filed a motion for a further exten¬ 
sion of time to file a portion of Appli¬ 
cants' direct case. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is further extended 
to and including June 21, 1974, within 
which Applicants may file the remainder 
of their case-in-chief. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-1 2329 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


| Docket No. E-8790| 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Supplement to Contract 

May 22,1974. 

Take notice that on May 10, 1974 Duke 
Power Company (Duke) tendered for fil¬ 
ing Supplement to its Electric Power 
Contract with York Electric Coopera¬ 
tives, Inc., designated as Duke’s Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 146. Duke states the 
said Supplement provides for an increase 
at Delivery Point No. 4 from 5.000KW 
to 5.500KW and an increase at Delivery 
Ppint No. 10 from 1.500KW to 2.500KW. 
The said Supplement also reflects the 
SEPA allocation which it previously did 
not have. Duke further states the De¬ 
livery Point No. 3 has no change in desig¬ 
nated KW demand but reflects the SEPA 
re-allocation to this delivery. 

Duke requests an effective date of June 
19,1974 for said Supplement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore June 4, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of the 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection- 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

1 FR Doc.74-12325 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. CI74-604[ 

EDWIN L. COX 
Notice of Application 

May 16,1974. 

Take notice that on April 29, 1974, Ed¬ 
win L. Cox (Applicant), 3800 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building. Dallas. Texas 
75202, filed in Docket No. CI74-604 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the sale for resale and delivery of 
natural gas. as available, in interstate 
commerce to Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company (CIG), a division of Colorado 
Interstate Corporation, all as more fully 
set forth in the application, which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant commenced the emergency 
sale of natural gas to CIG on March 14, 
1974, within the contemplation of 
§ 157.29 of the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.29) and 
proposes to sell natural gas to CIG for 
one year after the emergency period 
within the contemplation of 8 2.70 of the 
Commission’s general policy and inter¬ 
pretations (18 CFR 2.70). Applicant pro¬ 
poses to sell volumes of gas as available 
at a price of 50 cents per Mcf of gas. ad¬ 
justed for heat value, to be delivered at a 
point on CTG's existing pipeline located 
in Cimarron County, Oklahoma. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 4, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that a 
formal hearing is required, further notice 
of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Mary B. Kidd, 
Acting Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-12332 Plied 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8654] 

INTERSTATE POWER CO. 

Supplemental Order Authorizing Issuance 

of First Mortgage Bonds and Preferred 

Stock 

May 20, 1974. 

By order issued May 9. 1974, in the 
above-entitled matter, the Commission 
authorized Interstate Power Company 
(Applicant) to issue and sell at competi¬ 
tive bidding $17,000,000 principal amount 
of First Mortgage Bonds and 100,000 
shares of Preferred Stock, subject to the 
provisions, among others set forth in 
paragraph (B) of that Order as follows: 

(B) The proposed issuance and sale of 
First Mortgage Bonds, Preferred Stock 
and Common Stock at competitive bid¬ 
ding shall not be consummated until: 

(i) Applicant shall have amended its 
application pursuant to the requirements 
of 5 34.2(g) of the Commission's regula¬ 
tions under the Federal Power Act re¬ 
lating to compliance with competitive 
bidding requirements, and 8 34.2(g) of 
those regulations relating to affiliation 
and shall have either filed such amend¬ 
ments or shall have mailed them and ad¬ 
vised the Commission by telephone and 
telegraph, as contemplated in 8 34.9 of 
the regulations. 

<ii) The Commission, by further order 
shall have approved the price to be re¬ 
ceived by Applicant for the proposed is¬ 
suance of Bonds and the interest rate 
thereof. 

(iii) The Commission, by further order 
shall have approved the price to be re¬ 
ceived by Applicant for the proposed 
issuance of Preferred Stock and dividend 
rate thereof. 

(iv) The Commission, by further order 
shall have approved the price per share 
to be received by Applicant for the Com¬ 
mon Stock and the amount of any com¬ 
pensation for underwriters to be paid 
by Applicant in connection with the 
Common Stock. 

Applicant, on May 20, 1974, filed an 
Amendment pursuant to the require¬ 
ments of the aforementioned Commis¬ 
sion order, in which it states, among 
other things, that it proposes to accept, 
as representing the lowest annual cost of 
money to it, the bid of Blythe Eastman 
Dillon & Co., Incorporated; Kidder, Pea¬ 
body & Co., Incorporated: Merrill Lynch. 
Pierce. Fenner & Smith, Incorporated 
and Salomon Brothers to purchase the 
proposed issuance of $17,000,000 princi¬ 
pal amount of First Mortgage Bonds at a 
price of 99.529 percent of principal 
amount, for Bonds carrying an interest 
rate of 10 percent. The Company's cost 
of money will be 10.049 percent. Based 
upon an initial offering price of 100.954 
percent, the yield will be 9.90 percent. 
In addition, Applicant filed an Amend¬ 
ment, stating among other things, that it 
proposes to accept as representing the 
lowest annual cost of money to it, the bid 
of White, Weld k Co.. Incorporated: 
Halsey, Ituart & Co., Incorporated and 
Stone & Webster Securities Corporation 
to purchase the proposed issuance of 
100,000 shares of Preferred Stock at a 
price of 50.266 percent of principal 
amount, for Preferred Stock carrying a 


dividend rate of 9.84 percent. The cost of 
money will be 9.787 percent. Based upon 
an initial offering price of 51.25 percent 
principal amount, the yield to the public 
will be 9.60 percent. 

Bids for the proposed issuance of Com¬ 
mon Stock will be received on May 22. 
1974. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Applicant has satisfactorily com¬ 
plied with the requirements contained in 
paragraph (B), (i) through (iii), of the 
Commission's order issued May 9, 1974. 
in the above-entitled docket: and under 
the respective bids it proposes to accept 
for the issuance of Bonds and Preferred 
Stock, (a) the price to be received by Ap¬ 
plicant for the Bonds and the interest 
rate thereof are reasonable: and (b) the 
price per share to be received by Appli¬ 
cant for the Preferred Stock and the 
dividend rate thereon are reasonable. 

(2) The proposed issuance and sale of 
Bonds and Preferred Stock, as herein¬ 
after authorized, will be for a lawful 
object, within the corporate purposes * f 
Apr’icant and compatible with the pub¬ 
lic interest, which is appropriate for ar.d 
consistent with the proper performance 
of service by Applicant as a public utility 
and which will not impair its ability to 
perform that service, and is reasonably 
appropriate for such purposes. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The price to be received by Appli¬ 
cant for the proposed Bonds and the in¬ 
terest rate thereof, and the price per 
share to be received by Applicant for the 
proposed issuance of Preferred Stock 
and the dividend rate thereof, are ap¬ 
proved as reasonable. 

(B) The proposed issuance and sale of 
Bonds and Preferred Stock referred to 
above, upon the terms and conditions, 
and for the purposes specified In the ap¬ 
plication. as supplemented by the amend¬ 
ment referred to a’>ove. are hereby au¬ 
thorized, subject only to the provisions 
of paragraphs (B) (iv), (C), (D) and (E) 
of the Commission's order issued May 9, 
1974, in the above docket. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-12334 Piled 5-30-7 ;8:45 am] 


[ Docket No. C174-645 [ 

LONE STAR PRODUCING CO. 

Notice of Application 

May 22,1974. 

Take notice that on May 10,1974, Lone 
Star Producing Company (Applicant). 
301 South Harwood Street, Dallas, Texas 
75201, filed in Docket No. CI74-645 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the sale for resale and delivery of 
natural gas in interstate commerce to 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle) from the Berryman No. 1 
Well. Morrow Formation, Ellis County, 
Oklahoma, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 
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Applicant states that it intends to 
commence an emergency sale of natural 
gas to Panhandle from Berryman No. 1 
Well, Morrow Formation, Ellis County, 
Oklahoma, for sixty days within the 
contemplation of § 157.29 of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act <18 CFR 157.29) and proposes 
to continue said sale after the end of 
the emergency period at 45.0 cents per 
Mcf at 14.65 psia, subject to upward 
and downward Btu adjustment from a 
base of 1.000 Btu per cubic foot with an 
upward adjustment limitation of 1,200 
Btu per cubic foot, within the contem¬ 
plation of § 2.70 of the Commission’s gen¬ 
eral policy and interpretations (18 CFR 
2.70). Applicant proposes to sell up to 
2,000 Mcf of gas per day from the end 
of the emergency period until the first 
day of the month following the expira¬ 
tion of one year from the date of initial 
delivery under the certificate. Applicant 
estimates monthly deliveries of gas to 
Panhandle at 10,000 Mcf. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 14, 
1974. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure hei'ein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12321 Piled 5-30-74:8:45 am | 


fDocket No. E-8494| 

MINNESOTA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing 

May 21, 1974. 

On May 14, 1974, Staff Counsel filed a 
motion for an extension of the proce¬ 
dural dates fixed by Order issued Feb¬ 
ruary 15, 1974, in the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that there 
is no opposition by any of the parties 
to the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are 
modified as follows: 

Service of Staff’s Testimony, July 1, 1974. 
Service of Intervener’s Testimony, July 15, 
1974. 

Service of Company’s Rebuttal, July 26. 1974. 
Hearing. September -16, 1974 (10:00 a.m. 
e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12336 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


I Docket No. E-8547] 

MISSOURI EDISON CO. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Prehearing Conference and Hearing 

May 21,1974. 

On May 14, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion for a further extension of the 
procedural dates fixed Order issued Feb¬ 
ruary 15, 1974. The motion states there is 
no opposition to the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are mod¬ 
ified as follows: 

Staff service of evidence. August 13, 1974. 
Rebuttal evidence of Company, Septem¬ 
ber 4, 1974. 

Prehearing Conference, September 24. 1974 
(10 a.m. e.d.t ). 

Hearing, October 15. 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12337 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


(Docket Nos. RP71-119, RP74-31-20J 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

(ANCHOR HOCKING CORP.) 

Notice Postponing Hearing 

May 21,1974. 

On May 17,1974, Anchor Hocking Cor¬ 
poration filed a motion for postponement 
of the hearing scheduled for May 22, 
1974, by notice issued April 17, 1974. The 
motion states that all of the parties, in¬ 
cluding Staff Counsel, are agreeable to 
the request. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the hearing is postponed to 
May 30,1974, at 10 a.m. e.d.t. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12335 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CI74-637( 

PENNZOIL CO. 

Notice of Application 

May 22, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 8, 1974, Penn- 
zoil Company (Applicant), 900 South¬ 
west Tower, Houston, Texas 77002, filed 
in Docket No. CI74-637 an application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing the 
sale for resale and delivery of natural 
gas in interstate commerce to Mississippi 
River Transmission Corporation (Missis¬ 
sippi) from the Mills Ranch Field, 
Wheeler County, Texas, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to sell to Missis¬ 
sippi an estimated 85,000 Mcf of natural 
gas per month for six months from the 
Mills Ranch Field at a rate of 55.0 cents 
per Mcf at 14.65 psia, subject to upward 
and downward Btu adjustment from a 
base of 1,000 Btu per cubic foot, with an 
estimated initial downward Btu adjust¬ 
ment of 0.11 cent per Mcf, within the 
contemplation of § 2.70 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s general policy and interpretations 
(18 CFR 2.70). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 17, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
P’ederal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
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unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12324 Filed 5-3Q-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RI74-228] 

SUN OIL CO. 

Petition for Special Relief 

May 22, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 10, 1974, Sun 
Oil Company, (Petitioner), P.O. Box 
2880. Dallas, Texas 75221, filed a petition 
for special relief in Docket No. RI74-228, 
pursuant to § 2.76 of the Commission’s 
general policy and interpretations. Peti¬ 
tioner requests that it be granted special 
relief from the flowing gas ceiling estab¬ 
lished in Opinion No. 662 (Permian n>, 
and be permitted to collect a 45 cents per 
Mcf rate, plus 1 cent annual escalations, 
for sales of natural gas to El Paso Natural 
Gas Company from the J. O. Neal Well 
No. 42-4, which is a replacement well for 
the watered out J. O. Neal Well No. 42-3. 
in the Coyanosa (Devonian) Field of 
Pecos County. Texas. Petitioner has a 
33.33% interest in this well and its share 
of the potential gross reserve is estimated 
to be from 0.67 to 2.0 Bcf, which would 
be unrecoverable without the drilling of 
the subject well. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before June 14. 
1974. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but w r ill not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any party wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding, or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein, must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc.74-12323 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. RP74-48] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing 

May 21, 1974. 

On May 14. 1974, Staff Counsel filed a 
motion for an extension of the procedural 
dates fixed by order issued January 31, 
1974 in the above-designated matter. The 
motion states that Piedmont Natural Gas 
Company requested that the time be¬ 
tween the Staff service date and the In¬ 
tervener service date be increased to five 
weeks. The motion states that there was 
no opposition to these dates. 


Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Staff Service. September 18. 1974. 

Intervener Service. October 23, 1974. 
Company Rebuttal. November 6. 1974. 
Prehearing Conference, November 12, 1974 
(10:00 a m. e.d.t.). 

Hearing. November 19. 1974 (10:00 a.m. 

e.d.t.) . 

Mary B. Kidd, 
Acting Secretary. 

1 fr Doc.74-12333 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


(Docket No. CP74-2851 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. AND FLORIDA 
GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application 

May 21,1974. 

Take notice that on May 2, 1974, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (United), 
1500 Southwest Tower, Houston, Texas 
77002, and Florida Gas Transmission 
Company (Florida), P.O. Box 44, Winter 
Park, Florida 32789, filed in Docket No. 
CP74-285 an application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity authorizing the exchange of natu¬ 
ral gas between Applicants, all as more 
fully set forth in the application w'hich 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Applicants seek authorization to ex¬ 
change up to 1.500 Mcf of gas per day 
whereby United wrill deliver or cause to be 
delivered 1.000 Mcf per day to Florida at 
a point on Florida’s pipeline in the East 
Bay Field in Chambers County, Texas, 
and 500 Mcf per day at a point on Flor¬ 
ida’s pipeline in East Smith Point Field 
in Chambers County. The application in¬ 
dicates that Florida will return, at times 
mutually agreeable to both parties, an 
equivalent volume of gas at any mutually 
agreeable existing exchange point. 

Applicants have agreed, by contract 
dated July 26. 1973, to exchange gas for 
a term of 12 months from the date United 
first delivers gas to Florida and month- 
to-month thereafter. The parties con¬ 
template that imbalances in deliveries 
will be corrected monthly, but, in any 
event, within 90 days. 

Applicants state that the purpose of 
the proposed exchange is to give added 
flexibility and reliability to the respec¬ 
tive pipeline systems of each, eliminate 
the need for additional facilities, and al¬ 
low United to take into its system addi¬ 
tional volumes of gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 12, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.- 
10). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be taken 


but will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a proceeding 
or to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene Ls 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that a 
formal healing is required, further notice 
of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12328 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. CI74-351J 

AMOCO PRODUCTION CO. 

Order Granting Intervention, Setting 

Hearing Date and Prescribing Procedure 

May 24, 1974. 

On December 14, 1973, Amoco Produc¬ 
tion Company (Amoco) filed in Docket 
No. CI74-351 an application requesting 
issuance of a limited term certificate of 
public convenience and necessity with 
pregranted abandonment authority, pur¬ 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission’s regulations 
thereunder, for the sale of gas to Trunk¬ 
line Gas Company (Trunkline) from the 
south half of Block 35 of the Block 14 
Field Area, Vermilion Parish, Offshore 
Louisiana, at an initial rate of 45 cents 
per Mcf subject to downward Btu ad¬ 
justment from a base of 1000. Addi¬ 
tionally, it is proposed that the initial 
contract rate will increase by one cent 
per Mcf per year during the term of the 
proposed sale, which is three years. The 
proposed initial rate is in excess of the 
area base rate of 26 cents per Mcf estab¬ 
lished by Commission Opinion 598. 

Amoco commenced an emergency sale 
to Trunkline on December 14, 1973, pur¬ 
suant to Order No. 418 at a rate of 45 
cents per Mcf. 

On January 18, 1974, Trunkline for¬ 
mally petitioned to intervene in support 
of the subject application. In its peti¬ 
tion, Trunkline maintains that as the 
purchaser of the subject gas it has a 


1 Section 2.70 of the Commission’s general 
policy and interpretations. 
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direct and substantial interest with re¬ 
spect to the limited term certificate 
application of Amoco herein. 

We would here note that the Com¬ 
mission has already held that an emer¬ 
gency exists with regards to natural gas 
supplies on Trunkline's system. See Seal 

Gathering Company, - FPC -, 

Docket No. CI74-288, issued January 3, 
1974. We therefore conclude that there is 
an emergency on Trunkline’s system 
which could warrant the issuance of a 
certificate if the price is found to con¬ 
form to the public convenience and 
necessity. 

The subject application was filed 
under Order No. 431 1 and therefore re¬ 
quires evidence to be submitted in the 
hearing hereinafter ordered by the pipe¬ 
line (to the extent not hereinabove 
found to exist) (1) that it has an emer¬ 
gency need for such supply; (2) that it 
has made every reasonable effort to fill 
its storatge field during the storage in¬ 
jection season; and (3) that, if curtail¬ 
ment is necessary on its system, it has 
filed a plan pursuant to section 4 of the 
Natural Gas Act. The proposed sale 
represents a sizeable volume of gas 
potentially available to the interstate 
market and due to the Nation’s present 
shortfall of natural gas supplies, it is of 
critical importance that emergency sup¬ 
plies of gas be made available to inter¬ 
state pipelines that show a need for such 
short-term supplies in order to avoid dis¬ 
ruption of service to their customers. 
While the need for such supplies is mani¬ 
fest where the shortfall of supplies 
renders service on a pipeline’s system 
potentially unreliable, we nevertheless 
must meet our statutory obligations and 
determine whether the proposed rate to 
be paid for such supply is required by the 
public convenience and necessity criteria 
of the Act. Atlantic Refining Company 
v. Public Service Commission of New 
York, 360 U.S. 378 (1960). We will there¬ 
fore set this matter for hearing to estab¬ 
lish an evidentiary record on the issues 
heretofore discussed. In that hearing, 
the record should contain evidence on 
whether the rate to be paid is “no higher 
than necessary to elicit the supply of 
gas’’ into the interstate market I Nueces 
Industrial Gas Company, 45 FPC 1224, 
1227 (1971)1, and whether that rate is 
in line with the prevailing normal intra¬ 
state market (Atlantic Richfield Com¬ 
pany, -FPC-, Docket No. CI73- 

691, order issued August 30, 1973, and 

-FPC-, order granting rehearing 

issued October 10, 1973). The normal 
market price for this supply cannot be 
established merely on the basis of prices 
agreed to by affiliates. The price evidence 
must be based on arm’s-length negotia¬ 
tions and competitive bidding through 
non-affiliated entities. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The intervention of Trunkline Gas 
Company in this proceeding may be in 
the public interest. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the issues in this proceed¬ 
ing be scheduled for hearing in accord¬ 


ance with the procedures set forth below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Trunkline Gas Company is hereby 
permitted to intervene in this proceeding, 
subject to the rules and regulations of 
the Commission: Provided , however , 
That the participation of said intervenor 
shall be limited to matters affecting 
asserted rights and interests as specifi¬ 
cally set forth in said petition for leave 
to intervene; and Provided . further , That 
the admission of said intervenor shall not 
be construed as recognition by the Com¬ 
mission that it might be aggrieved by any 
order or orders of the Commission en¬ 
tered in this proceeding. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 7 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act, a public 
hearing shall be held on June 25, 1974, at 
10:00 a.m. (e.d.t.) in a hearing room of 
the Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE, Washington, D.C. 
20426, concerning the issue of whether a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity should be granted as requested 
by the applicant. 

(C) On or before June 11, 1974, Amoco 
and any supporting party shall file with 
the Commission and serve upon all 
parties, including Commission Staff, 
their testimony and exhibits in support 
of their positions. 

(D) An Administrative Law Judge to 
be designated by the Chief Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge shall preside at, and con¬ 
trol, this proceeding in accordance with 
the policies expressed in the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure. 

By the Commission. 2 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12527 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


{Dockets Nos. E-8767. E-8779J 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Filing of Initial Rate Schedules 

May 24, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 2 and May 6, 
1974, Arizona Public Service Company 
(APS) tendered for filing initial agree¬ 
ments for wholesale power with Wellton- 
Mohawk Irrigation and Drainage Dis¬ 
trict (Wellton-Mohawk) and Arizona 
Power Authority (APA) respectively. 
APS requests waiver of the notice re¬ 
quirements of § 35.11 of the Commission’s 
regulations to allow effective dates for 
APA and Wellton-Mohawk of March 1 
and May 1,1974, respectively. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 29426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 


1 Commissioner Brooke, concurring, Com¬ 

missioner Smith, concurring, and Commis¬ 
sioner Moody, dissenting, all issued separate 
statements which are filed as part of the 
original document. 


cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 7, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12522 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. RP 74-32] 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Postponing Hearing 

May 24. 1974. 

On May 20, 1974, Consolidated Gas 
Supply Corporation filed a motion to 
postpone the hearing now set for May 29, 
1974, by notice issued May 9, 1974, in 
the above-designated matter. The motion 
states that neither Staff Counsel nor In¬ 
terveners Rochester Gas and Electric 
Corporation and New York State Electric 
and Gas Company oppose the motion. 

On May 22, 1974, Niagara Mohawk 
Power Corporation filed an answer and 
cross-motion. The answer requests that 
the motion to postpone the hearing be 
denied and that the proceeding be con¬ 
solidated with Docket No. RP74-90 for 
hearing and determination. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the hearing in the above mat¬ 
ter is postponed to July 9, 1974. at 10:00 
aan., e.d.t. Action on the motion filed by 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation for 
consolidation is deferred pending further 
notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12526 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP73-84J 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 
Extension of Time 

May 23, 1974. 

On May 10, 1974, Staff Counsel filed a 
motion for an extension of the proce¬ 
dural dates fixed by Order issued April 16, 
1974, in the above-designated matter. On 
May 16, 1974, El Paso Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany filed an answer opposing the mo¬ 
tion. On May 17, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a report stating that EH Paso Natural Gas 
Company was the only party who re¬ 
served the right to file comments to the 
motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified: 

Service of Prepared Testimony and Exhibits 
by Staff, June 11, 1974. 

Service of Interveners* Evidence, June 25. 
1974. 

Service of Rebuttal Evidence, July 9. 1974. 
Hearing, July 18, 1974 (10 am. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12523 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 
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[Project No. 3621 

FORD MOTOR CO. 

Issuance of Annual License 

May 22,1974. 

Ford Motor Company, Licensee for 
Twin City Lock and Dam Project No. 
362 located at United States Lock and 
Dam No. 1 on the Mississippi River in 
Hennepin and Ramsey Counties between 
the Cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis, 
Minnesota has advised the Commission 
of its intent to file for a new license for 
the project. 

An annual license was issued from the 
original date of expiration until June 6, 
1974. In order to authorize the continued 
operation of the project, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Act pending filing and com¬ 
pletion of Licensee’s application and 
Commission action thereon it is appro¬ 
priate and in the public interest to issue 
an annual license to Ford Motor Com¬ 
pany for the continued operation and 
maintenance of Twin City Lock and Dam 
Project No. 362. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Ford Motor Company (Li¬ 
censee) for the period June 7, 1974 to 
June 6, 1975, or until Federal takeover, 
or until the issuance of a new license for 
the project whichever comes first, for the 
continued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 362, subject to the terms and 
conditions of its present license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12530 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


[ Dockets Nos. E-8394. E-84391 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing 

May 24,1974. 

On May 22,1974, the Borough of Kutz- 
town filed a motion for a further exten¬ 
sion of the procedural dates fixed by no¬ 
tice issued April 24, 1974, in the above- 
designated matter. The motion states 
that neither Metropolitan Edison nor 
Staff Counsel had any objection to the 
motion. However, Counsel had been un¬ 
able to contact counsel for other parties. 

On May 24, 1974, Staff Counsel filed a 


motion for a further extension of the 
dates requested by the Borough of Kutz- 
town. The motion states that no party to 
the proceeding has any objection to the 
motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified as fol¬ 
lows: 

Intervener's Service of Testimony, July 9, 
1974. 

Service of Company Rebuttal. July 30. 1974. 
Prehearing Conference, August 20, 1974 

(10:00 a m. e.d.t.). 

Hearing, to begin upon conclusion of Pre- 
hearing Conference. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-12524 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Project No. 2180[ 

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC. 

Issuance of Annual License 

May 22.1974. 

On June 26,1970, Owens—Illinois, Inc., 
Licensee for Project No. 2180 located on 
the Wisconsin River in Lincoln County 
near the Town of Tomahawk, Wisconsin, 
filed an application for a new license 
under section 15 of the Federal Power 
Act and Commission regulations there¬ 
under (§ 16.1-S16.6). 

An annual license was issued from the 
original date of expiration until June 30, 

1974. In order to authorize the continued 
operation of the project pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Act pending completion of 
Licensee’s application and Commission 
action thereon it is appropriate and in 
the public interest to issue an annual li¬ 
cense to Owens—Illinois, Inc. for con¬ 
tinued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 2180. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Owens—Illinois, Inc. (Licensee) 
under section 15 of the Federal Power 
Act for the period July 1,1974, to June 30, 

1975, or until Federal takoever, or the is¬ 
suance of a new license for the project, 
whichever comes first, for the continued 
operation and maintenance of Project 
No. 2180 subject to the terms and con¬ 
ditions of its present license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12528 Filed 6-30-74;8:45 am] 
Appendix A 


| Docket No. RI74-2391 

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM 

Order Providing for Hearing and Allowing 

Change To Become Effective Subject to 

Refund 

May 24, 1974. 

Respondent has filed a proposed 
change in rate and charge for the ju¬ 
risdictional sale of natural gas, as set 
forth in Appendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 

The Commission fiiids: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed change, and that 
the supplement herein be suspended and 
its use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Under the Natural Gas Act, par¬ 
ticularly sections 4 and 15, the regula¬ 
tions pertaining thereto r 18 CFR Ch. II, 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a public hearing shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until’* 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the ex¬ 
piration of the suspension period without 
any further action by the Respondent or 
by the Commission. Respondent shall 
comply with the refunding procedure re¬ 
quired by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered, shall be changed until dispo¬ 
sition of this proceeding or expiration of 
the suspension period, whichever is 
earlier. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] Mary B. Kidd, 

Acting Secretary . 
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•Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base Is 14.73 Ib/in**; 

• Rate effective subject to refund in Docket No. R173-291. 
» Letter Agreement dated Oct. 10,1973. 

• Contract amendment dated Nov. 23, 1973i 
4 No current sales. 


• Applicable to casinghead gas from reservoirs below 100' Repotto Sand. 

• Includes provision for gas well gas for which separate application will be made; 
1 Accepted 30 days after filing as shown In Uio “Effective Date Unless Suspended" 

column. 
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The proposed rate Increase of Phillips 
Petroleum Company is suspended for five 
months because the proposed rate Is far In 
excess of the rates currently being collected 
subject to refund for sales from this area. 
The renegotiated contract and letter agree¬ 
ment are accepted for filing after expiration 
of the statutory notice period. While the 
original contract contains no depth limita¬ 
tion, the renegotiated contract and letter 
agreement do provide depth limitations. The 
acceptance for filing of the renegotiated con¬ 
tract and letter agreement does not consti¬ 
tute certificate authorization for such 
changes in these documents. 

The November 23, 1973, contract contains 
a pricing provision requiring the buyer to 
reimburse the seller for “excess royalties" 
paid to the United States Government. Con¬ 
sistent with prior Commission action. 
5 154.93 of the Commission's regulations is 
waived to permit the filing of the contract. 
The granting of such waiver, however, does 
not mean that any future rate increase based 
on the pricing provision would be accepted 
for filing without suspension. 

(FR Doc.74-12521 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. E-87911 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO. 

Initial Rate Schedule 

Mat 22.1974. 

Take notice that on May 8,1974 South¬ 
ern California Edison Company (Edison) 
tendered for filing as an initial rate 
schedule an Agreement with the City of 
Los Angeles (City), dated February 14, 
1974, and entitled City-Edison Excess 
Energy Sales Agreement Contract No. 
10738. Edison states that the said Agree¬ 
ment provides for the sale by either party 
to the other of energy surplus to its needs 
which cannot be utilized to meet its cur¬ 
rent load requirements nor conserved 
to meet future load requirements. Ac¬ 
cording to the Edison, the agreed-upon 
rate for the service is 115 percent of the 
costs incurred by the selling party in ob¬ 
taining and delivering the energy. 

Edison requests an effective date of 
December 19, 1973 for said Agreement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before June 5, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission and 
are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12529 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


[Docket No. RP74-52J 

TRANSWESTERN PIPELINE CO. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing 

May 24, 1974. 

On May 9, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion, as amended on May 10, 1974, 
for an extension of the procedural dates 
fixed by the Order issued February 8, 
1974, in the above 7 designated matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are modi¬ 
fied as follows: 

Service of Evidence by Staff, August 23. 1974. 
Prehearing. August 29, 1974 (10:00 a.m. 
e.d.t.). 

Service of Evidence by Interveners, Septem¬ 
ber 6,1974. 

Service of Rebuttal Evidence, September 23, 
1974. 

Hearing, October 8, 1974 (10:00 ajn. e.d.t.), 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-12525 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-8801J 

COMMUNITY PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Notice of Application 

May 22,1974. 

Take notice that on May 16,1974, Com¬ 
munity Public Service Company (Com¬ 
munity), filed an application with the 
Federal Power Commission seeking au¬ 
thority pursuant to section 204 of the 
Federal Power Act to increase the inter¬ 
est rate on its First Mortgage Bonds of 
Series C. D, G, H, and I. 

Community is incorporated in the 
State of Texas and is domesticated in the 
State of New Mexico with its principal 
place of business office at Fort Worth, 
Texas. Community is engaged primarily 
in the generation, purchase, distribution, 
and sale of electric energy and the pur¬ 
chase. distribution and sale of natural 
gas. It provides electricity and natural 
gas service to a total of 85 incorporated 
municipalities in Texas and New Mexico. 

Community proposes to create a Thir¬ 
teenth Supplemental Indenture for the 
purpose of amending certain provisions 
of Community’s Indenture of Mortgage 
and Deed of Trust dated as of Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1944, with Continental Illinois Na¬ 
tional Bank and Trust Company of Chi¬ 
cago, as successor Trustee to the City 
National Bank and Trust Company of 
Chicago, as supplemented and to be sup¬ 
plemented and amended by a Thirteenth 
Supplemental Indenture. The Supple¬ 
mental Indenture, to be created as of 
July 1, 1974, will amend the Original In¬ 
denture to remove therefrom a provision 
limiting the total amount of First Mort¬ 
gage Bonds outstanding to $50,000,000. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 3, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 


mission. Washington, D.C., 20426, peti¬ 
tions or protests in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commissio n’s r ules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10). The application is on file and 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-12510 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


l Dockets Nos. RP73-64, RP72-91 
(Phase II), et al.] 

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Proposed Changes In FPC Gas 
Tariff 

May 23,1974. 

Take notice that Southern Natural Gas 
Company (Southern) on May 16, 1974, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Sixth Revised Vol¬ 
ume No. 1. Such filing is pursuant to 
section 17 (Purchased Gas Adjustment) 
of the General Terms and Conditions of 
Southern's FPC Gas Tariff, Sixth Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1 and Article IKb) and 
Article in of the Stipulation and Agree¬ 
ment approved by the Commission’s or¬ 
der dated July 23, 1973, in Southern’s 
Docket Nos. RP72-91 (Phase II), et al. 
The proposed changes would decrease the 
demand rates and increase the commod¬ 
ity and one-part rates. Southern states 
that the increase is made up of the 
following items: 

(1) An adjustment to the Base Tariff 
Rates pursuant to Article III (Advance 
Payment Tracker) of the Stipulation and 
Agreement approved by the Commis¬ 
sion's order dated July 23, 1973, for in¬ 
creases in the levels for advance pay¬ 
ments of $8,366,826 above the advance 
payment levels presently reflected in 
Southern's rates. The jurisdictional cost 
increase due to additional advance pay¬ 
ments is $1,054,304. 

(2) An adjustment to the Base Tariff 
Rates pursuant to Arteile 11(b) (Cost of 
Transportation) of the Stipulation and 
Agreement approved by the Commission's 
order dated July 23, 1973, for reduction 
in rates ordered in Sea Robin Pipeline 
Company’s Docket No. RP73-47. On 
May 3, 1974, the Commission issued an 
order accepting Sea Robin's rate settle¬ 
ment which reduced the rates that Sea 
Robin charges Southern for gas trans¬ 
ported through Sea Robin's pipeline sys¬ 
tem. The reduction in Southern’s juris¬ 
dictional cost of service due to the re¬ 
duced transportation charges is $199,040. 

(3) A Current Adjustment for in¬ 
creased cost of purchased gas to juris¬ 
dictional customers of $8,590,741. 

(4) A Surcharge Adjustment pursuant 
to section 17.3 of the General Terms and 
Conditions of Southern's FPC Gas Tariff 
for unrecovered purchased gas costs. The 
balance in Account No. 191, Unrecovered 
Purchased Gas Costs, as of March 31, 
1974, is $6,256,506. Such balance will be 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 106-FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 








NOTICES 


19283 


collected over the estimated sales for the 
six-month period commencing July 1, 
1974, and reflects a net increase of 
$2,464,313 above the existing Surcharge 
Adjustment. 

Southern requests that the revised 
tariff sheet be made effective on July 1. 
1974. According to Southern, copies of 
the filing are being served upon the 
company's jurisdictional customers and 
interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 5. 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc. 74-12511 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Project No. 349] 

ALABAMA POWER CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

May 23. 1974. 

On June 1.1970, Alabama Power Com¬ 
pany, Licensee for Martin Dam Project 
No. 349 located on Tallapoosa River in 
Elmore, Tallapoosa and Coosa Counties 
within 30 miles of the cities of Alexander 
City. Auburn and Montgomery. Alabama, 
fled an application for a new license 
under section 15 of the Federal Power 
Act and Commission regulations there¬ 
under §5 16.1-16.6). 

An annual license was issued from the 
original date of expiration ftntil June 8, 
1974. In order to authorize the continued 
operation of the project pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Act pending completion 
of licensee's application and Commis¬ 
sion action thereon it is appropriate and 
in the public interest to issue an annual 
license to Alabama Power Company for 
continued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 349. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
Issued to Alabama Power Company (Li¬ 
censee) under section 15 of the Federal 
Power Act for the period June 9. 1974, to 
June 8,1975, or until Federal takeover, or 
the issuance of a new license for the 
project whichever comes first, for the 
continued operation and maintenance of 
the Martin Dam Project No. 349 subject 
to the terms and conditions of its present 
license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-12512 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. RP72-96| 

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Notice of Proposed Changes in FPC Gas 
Tariff 

May 23. 1974. 

Take notice that Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation on May 10, 
1974, tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff. TTiird Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. the following sheets: 

Eighth Revised Sheet No. 13 
Eighth Revised Sheet No. ISA 
Eighth Revised Sheet No. 13B 
Eighth Revised Sheet No. 13C 
Eighth Revised Sheet No. 13D 

These tariff sheets reflect a reduction 
in Texas Eastern’s base tariff rates and 
comply with Commission Opinion Nos. 
672 and 672-A, Order Denying Motion 
for Reconsideration of Opinions 672 and 
672-A, and U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit Order 
No. 74-1346. 

The proposed effective date of the 
above tariff sheets is May 1,1974. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the company's jurisdictional customers 
and interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8, 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
C18 CFR 1.8, 1.10>. All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
June 3, 1974. Protests will be considered 
by the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12513 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CI74-644| 

EXXON CORP. 

Notice of Application 

May 23. 1974. 

Take notice that on May 9, 1974, 
Exxon Corporation (Applicant). P.O. 
Box 2180. Houston. Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CI74-644 an application pur¬ 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing the 
sale for resale and delivery of natural 
gas in interstate commerce to Northern 
Natural Gas Company (Northern) from 
the Townsend Field, Lea County, New 
Mexico, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant proposes to sell to Northern 


up to a daily average of 500 Mcf of gas 
for one year from the Townsend Field 
at a rate of 55.0 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
p.s.i.a.. subject to upward and downward 
Btu adjustment from a base of 1,000 Btu 
per cubic foot, with an estimated initial 
upward adjustment of 4.84 cents per 
Mcf, within the contemplation of 5 2.70 
of the Commission's general policy and 
Interpretations (18 CFR 2.70). Appli¬ 
cant states that it is willing to accept a 
certificate conditioned to a rate of 45.0 
cents per Mcf subject to Btu adjustment. 
Estimated monthly sales are 15,000 Mcf 
of gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 17, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20426, a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file a petition to intervene in ac¬ 
cord fiance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure. a hearing will be held without fur¬ 
ther notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certif¬ 
icate is required by the public conven¬ 
ience and necessity. If a petition for 
leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12514 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RM74-17J 

ANNUAL REPORT FORMS NO. 1 AND 
NO. 2 

Notice of Extension of Time 

May 24, 1974. 

In the matter of amendments to 
schedule pages 106, 219 and 221 of FPC 
Annual Report Forms No. 1 and No. 2 to 
extend reporting of security holders and 
voting power disclosure and debt holder 
disclosure. 

On May 21. 1974, the American Gas 
Association filed a request for an exten- 
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sion of time from June 5, 1974 to July 1, 
1974, within which to file comments con¬ 
cerning the notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing issued April 19, 1974. On May 22, 
1974, the Interstate Natural Gas Asso¬ 
ciation of America filed a request for an 
extension to July 2,1974. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
including July 2, 1974, within which any 
interested person may submit data, 
views, comments or suggestions in writ¬ 
ing concerning the notice of proposed 
rulemaking in the above-designated 
matter, 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12519 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


| Project No. 1761 

ESCONDIDO MUTUAL WATER CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

May 23, 1974. 

On April 1, 1971, Escondido Mutual 
Water Company, Licensee for Project 
No. 176, located partially along the San 
Luis Hey River and Escondido Creek in 
the vicinity of the City of Escondido, in 
San Diego County. California, filed an 
application for a new license under sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Federal Power Act and 
Commission regulations thereunder 
(§ 16.1-§216.6). 

In order to authorize the continued 
operation of the project pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Act pending completion 
of Licensee’s application and Commis¬ 
sion action thereon, it is appropriate and 
in the public interest to issue an annual 
license to Escondido Mutual Water Com¬ 
pany for continued operation and main¬ 
tenance of Project No. 176. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Escondido Mutual Water Com¬ 
pany (Licensee) under section 15 of the 
Federal Power Act for the period 
June 25, 1974, to June 24, 1975, or until 
Federal takeover, or the issuance of a 
new license for the project, whichever 
comes first, for the continued operation 
and maintenance of Project No. 176 sub¬ 
ject to the terms and conditions of its 
present license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12518 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


(Project No. 2725) 

GEORGIA POWER CO. 

Notice of Application for License for 
Unconstructed Major Project 

May 23, 1974. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication for approval of a major license 
was filed January 2, 1974—superseding 
the original application filed October 16, 
1972, under the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 791a-825r) by the Georgia Power 
Company (Correspondence to: Mr. I. S. 
Mitchell, HI, Vice President and Secre¬ 
tary, Georgia Power Company, P.O. Box 
4545, Atlanta, Georgia 30302) for the un¬ 


constructed Rocky Mountain Project No. 
2725, located in Floyd County, Georgia, 
approximately 10 miles northwest of 
Rome on Heath Creek, a headwater 
tributary of the Coosa River. 

The project would affect private lands 
within the acquisition boundary of the 
Chattachoochee National Forest and 
lands within Berry College Wildlife 
Management Area and Refuge. 

The Rocky Mountain Project would be 
a pure pumped storage development 
comprising the following works: 

A. A Lower Reservoir would be im¬ 
pounded by (1) a dam across Heath 
Creek composed of a 1500 foot long 
earth-fill section with crest at elevation 
725 feet (m.s.l.) and a 111 foot long 
tainter gate spillway section providing 
controlled discharge below elevation 714 
feet, and (2) a 1085 foot long earth-fill 
dam across a saddle some 1000 feet 
north of the main dam with maximum 
crest at elevation 725 feet, having a 150 
foot fuse plug section designed to fail 
at elevation 718 feet. This reservoir 
would be partitioned by three dikes and 
two ungated spillways, each with a valve 
controlled sluice, into three separate 
pools: (a) The Lower Operating Pool 
would have a surface area of 440 acres 
at normal maximum pool elevation 712 
feet, a 9200 acre-foot usable storage 
volume in a 25 foot normal drawdown, 
and a 1400 acre-foot reserve storage be¬ 
tween normal minimum operating pool 
elevation 687 feet and minimum operat¬ 
ing pool elevation 681 feet for use dur¬ 
ing dry periods; and (b) Auxiliary Pools 
I and II would have surface areas of 387 
and 120 acres, respectively, at normal 
full pool elevation 713 feet, to be used 
for recreation purposes and reserve stor¬ 
age for make-up water during extended 
dry periods. 

B. An Upper Reservoir would be 
formed by a 13,500 foot long. 50 foot 
high, earth and rock-fill dam circum¬ 
scribing the natural concave top of 
Rocky Mountain. This reservoir would 
have a surface area of 221 acres at 
normal full pool elevation 1390 feet, a 
usable storage volume of 9200 acre-feet 
in a 45.5 foot normal drawdown, and 
a reserve storage capacity of 900 acre- 
feet between normal minimum pool ele¬ 
vation 1344.5 feet and minimum pool 
elevation 1339 feet. 

C. A water conduit connecting the 
upper and lower reservoirs would consist 
of a 35 foot diameter concrete lined 
shaft 577 feet deep extending from an 
intake in the floor of the Upper Reser¬ 
voir to a 34 foot diameter, concrete lined, 
horseshoe-shaped, inclined tunnel sec¬ 
tion which would extend 1463 feet to a 
28 foot diameter, 1087 foot long, steel 
lined horizontal tunnel section trifurcat¬ 
ing into three 15 foot steel penstocks. 

D. A semi-outdoor type powerhquse 
containing three vertical shaft, 225 mw, 
reversible pump-generator units. 

E. A substation adjacent to the power¬ 
house. 

F. A three mile long 230 kv transmis¬ 
sion line. 

G. Appurtenant facilities. 

Proposed recreational features include 


a provision that all lands surrounding the 
project works and recreation facilities 
would be included within a buffer zone 
to assure preservation of the present 
natural setting to the greatest extent 
possible. 

Due to the nature of pumped-storage 
operation, all water-oriented recreation 
would be confined to Auxiliary Pools I 
and n, around which would be developed 
two day-use areas, a camping area, and 
three boat launching areas. A third day- 
use area and a combined overlook and 
visitors center would be located at op¬ 
posite ends of the Upper Reservoir: 
and a second overlook would be located 
on a low ridge immediately above the 
powerhouse. A 5-mile long hiking trail 
would connect the upper day-use area 
and the lower overlook. 

In all, around 300 areas of land would 
be specifically devoted to recreation 
purposes. 

The power generated would be trans¬ 
mitted into the Company’s distribution 
system and used for public utility pur¬ 
poses. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said ap¬ 
plication should on or before July 15. 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to a pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par¬ 
ties to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli¬ 
cation is on file with the Commission and 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12515 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CI71-77J 

HOUSTON OIL & MINERALS CORPORA 
TION (SUCCESSOR TO SUBURBAN 
PROPANE GAS CORPORATION) 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

May 23,1974. 

Take notice that on April 26, 1974, 
Houston Oil & Minerals Corporation 
(Petitioner), 242 The Main Building, 
1212 Main Street, Houston, Texas 77002. 
filed in Docket No. CI71-77 a petition to 
amend the order issuing a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity pursu¬ 
ant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act in said docket by substituting Peti¬ 
tioner in lieu of Suburban Propane Gas 
Corporation as certificate holder, all as 
more fully set forth in the petition to 
amend which is on file with the Cbm- 
mission and open to public inspection. 

Petitioner proposes to continue, with¬ 
out change, the sale of natural gas to 
United Gas Pipe Line Company from the 
Roanoke Field, Jefferson Davis Palish, 
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Louisiana, at 30.6325 cents per Mcf at 
15.025 psia, inclusive of upward Btu ad¬ 
justment, as provided by Supplement No. 
13 to Suburban Propane Gas Corpora¬ 
tion FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 15; at 
27.4445 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia. in¬ 
clusive of upward Btu adjustment, as 
provided by Supplement No. 12 to Subur¬ 
ban Propane Gas Corporation FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 15; and at 28.8175 
cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, inclusive 
of upward Btu adjustment, as provided 
by Supplement No. 11 to Suburban Pro¬ 
pane Gas Corporation FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 15. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
June 17. 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(PE Doc.74-12516 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


f Project No. 24821 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP. 

Notice Denying and Granting Motions and 
Deferring Action on Motions 

May 23. 1974. 

On May 16, 1974. Niagara Mohawk 
Power Corporation (Niagara Mohawk) 
filed a motion 1 requesting, inter alia, 
that the hearing scheduled to commence 
on May 29.1974. in Glen Falls, New York, 
pursuant to the order issued April 26. 
1974, be postponed pending completion 
of legal proceedings now pending in New 
York State courts. On May 21. 1974. 
Commission Staff Counsel filed an an¬ 
swer to the motion opposing a postpone¬ 
ment of the hearing. 

On May 17. 1974. the U.S. Army, Corps 
of Engineers (Corps of Engineers). filed 
a request for an extension of time from 
May 16. 1974 to May 23. 1974. within 
which to file testimony and exhibits. The 
request states that the parties agreed 
to the extension of time. On May 21, 
1974. Commission Staff Counsel filed an 
answer agreeing to the one-week exten¬ 
sion. if the hearing is also postponed, 
to June 4. 1974. 


1 Although styled as a response to the 
Commission order of April 26. 1974. Niagara 
Mohawk’s pleading Is construed as a motion 
pursuant to f 1.12 of the rules of practice 
*n<! procedure (18 CFR 1.12) and will be so 
treated. 


The hearing scheduled for May 29. 
1974, was set by the order issued April 26, 
1974. Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge Kanell issued a notice on May 2. 
1974, fixing the location of the public 
hearing. In view of the shortness of time 
between the filing of the motion and the 
hearing, and probable reliance by the 
public on the hearing going forward on 
May 29. the motion for a postponement 
of the hearing date should be denied. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the motion filed by Niagara 
Mohawk, insofar as it requests a post¬ 
ponement of the May 29 hearing, is de¬ 
nied. The request by the Corps of Engi¬ 
neers for an extension of time to and 
including May 23, 1974, within which 
to file testimony and exhibits is granted. 
Further action on these motions and the 
answers thereto is deferred for consid¬ 
eration and appropriate disposition by 
the Presiding Administrative Law Judge. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 74-12517 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

SOUTHWEST KANSAS BANC SHARES, INC. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

Southwest Kansas Banc Shares, Inc.. 
Hutchinson. Kansas, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) of formation of a 
bank holding company through acquisi¬ 
tion of 93.2 percent of the voting shares 
of The First National Bank of Meade. 
Meade. Kansas (“Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording an 
opportunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments has 
expired, and none has been timely re¬ 
ceived. The Board has considered the 
application in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
UJS.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant, a non-operating company 
with no subsidiaries, was organized for 
the purpose of becoming a bank holding 
company through the acquisition of 
Bank, with deposits of $7.5 million. (All 
banking data are as of June 30. 1973.) 
Bank is the only bank in Meade (popula¬ 
tion of approximately 2000). an agricul¬ 
turally oriented community located in 
southwestern Kansas. Bank is the sixth 
largest of thirteen banks in the relevant 
banking market, 1 with approximately 5 
percent of the total commercial bank de¬ 
posits therein. Upon acquisition of Bank. 
Applicant would control the 236th largest 
bank in Kansas, holding .1 of one percent 
of total deposits in commercial banks in 
tiie State. Since the purix>se of the pro¬ 
posed transaction is to effect a transfer 


‘The relevant banking market Is approxi¬ 
mated by Meade County and portions of 
Ford. Gray. Seward, and Clark Counties. 


of the ownership of Bank from individ¬ 
uals to a corporation owned by the same 
individuals, consummation of the pro¬ 
posal herein would not eliminate existing 
or potential competition, nor have an 
adverse effect on other area banks. 

The principals of Applicant are also 
principals in two * other one-bank hold¬ 
ing companies, Arkansas Valley Banc 
Shares. Inc., Yoder, Kansas, and Mid- 
Kansas Banc Shares. Inc., Buhler, Kan¬ 
sas. which own 97 percent and approxi¬ 
mately 90 percent of The Farmers State 
Bank. Yoder. Kansas (“Farmers”), and 
The Buhler State Bank, Buhler. Kansas 
(“Buhler”). respectively. Farmers (de¬ 
posits of $4.6 million) and Buhler (de¬ 
posits of $3.9 million) are each located 
over 130 miles from Bank. From the facts 
of record, it is the Board’s judgment that 
competitive considerations are consistent 
with approval of the application. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources and future prospects of Applicant 
and Bank are generally satisfactory. Ap¬ 
plicant’s earnings prospects are entirely 
dependent upon the earnings of Bank. 
While Applicant will incur acquisition 
debt as a result of the proposal, the pro¬ 
jected earnings of Bank should provide 
Applicant with the necessary financial 
flexibility to meet its annual debt serv¬ 
icing requirements as well as to ade¬ 
quately maintain Bank’s capital funds. 
Accordingly, financial and managerial 
considerations are consistent with ap¬ 
proval of the application. Considerations 
relating to convenience and needs are 
also regarded as being consistent with 
approval in view of Applicant’s intention 
to expand Bank’s lending policies and to 
raise the interest rates paid by Bank on 
time and savings accounts to the maxi¬ 
mum allowed by law. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the acquisition would be 
in the public interest and that the appli¬ 
cation should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above, provided that the trans¬ 
action shall not be made (a) before the 
thirtieth calendar day following the 
effective date of this Order or (b) later 
than three months after the effective 
date of this Order unless such period is 
extended for good cause by the Board, or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City pursuant to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective May 22.1974. 

Tseal] Chester B. Feldberc. 

Secretary of the Board. 

IFR Doc.74-12349 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am| 


* Three of these principals are also princi¬ 
pals of Redllne Insurance, Inc., WaKeeney. 
Kansas: by action of this date, the Board 
has approved the application by Redline In¬ 
surance. Inc. to become a bank holding com¬ 
pany through acquisition of the Trego- 
WaKeeney State Bank, WaKeeney, Kansas. 

•Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
MitcheU and Governors Brimmer. Bucher, 
Holland and Walllch. Absent and not voting: 
Chairman Burns and Governor Sheehan. 
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SWEDLUND MANAGEMENT CO. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company and Engaging in Insurance 

Agency Activities 

Swedlund Management Co., Murray, 
Nebraska, has applied for the Board's 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 80 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares of The Murray 
State Bank. Murray, Nebraska (“Bank”). 
Applicant has also applied, pursuant to 
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (8)) and 
§ 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation 
Y, for permission to acquire, through a 
newly formed 50 percent owned subsid¬ 
iary. D & L Insurance Agency Inc., Mur¬ 
ray. Nebraska (“D & L”>, the insurance 
agency business of B & W Enterprises, 
Inc., Murray, Nebraska (“B & W”) and 
to engage thereby in general insurance 
agency activities in a community with 
a population not exceeding 5,000 persons. 
Such activities have been determined by 
the Board in § 224.4(a) (9) (iii) of Regu¬ 
lation Y as permissible for bank holding 
companies, subject to Board approval 
of individual proposals in accordance 
with the procedures of 5 225.4(b). 

Notice of the applications, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comiffents and views, has been 
given in accordance with sections 3 and 
4 of the Act (39 FR 13201, 13202). The 
time for filing comments and views has 
expired, and the Board has considered 
the applications and all comments re¬ 
ceived in light of the factors set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act, and the con¬ 
siderations specified in section 4(c)(8) 
of the Act. 

Applicant is a non-operating corpora¬ 
tion recently organized for the purposes 
of becoming a bank holding company 
through acquisition of Bank and of en¬ 
gaging in insurance agency activities 
through a newly formed subsidiary, 
D & L. Bank (deposits of $3.9 million), 
the only banking institution in Murray, 
an agricultural community (population 
300) located approximately 25 miles 
south of Omaha, is the second largest of 
seven banks in the relevant banking 
market 1 and controls almost 15 percent 
of deposits in the market. (Banking data 
are as of June 30, 1973.) Since Appli¬ 
cant has no existing banking subsidiary, 
consummation of the proposal would not 
eliminate any existing or potential com¬ 
petition, increase concentration of bank¬ 
ing resources, nor have any adverse ef¬ 
fects on the other banks in the relevant 
market. Therefore, competitive consid¬ 
erations are consistent with approval of 
the application. 

The financial condition, managerial 
resources, and future prospects of Bank 


*The relevant banking market is approxi¬ 
mated by the eastern portion of Cass County, 
Nebraska. 


are regarded as satisfactory and con¬ 
sistent with approval of the application. 
The management of Applicant is satis¬ 
factory, and Applicant's financial condi¬ 
tion and future prospects, which are de¬ 
pendent upon profitable operations by 
both Bank and D & L, appear favorable. 
Although Applicant will incur debt in 
connection with the proposal, its pro¬ 
jected income from Bank and the insur¬ 
ance agency activities should provide 
sufficient revenue to service the debt 
without impairing the financial condi¬ 
tion of Bank. Consummation of the 
transaction would have no immediate 
effect on the area's banking convenience 
and needs; however, some expansion of 
services may result in the future under 
the more flexible corporate structure of 
the holding company. Considerations 
relating to the convenience and needs of 
the community to be served, therefore, 
are regarded as being consistent with 
approval of the application. It is the 
Board’s judgment that consummation 
of the proposed transaction w T ould be in 
the public interest and that the applica¬ 
tion to acquire Bank should be approved. 

B & W currently operates a general in¬ 
surance agency on Bank’s premises. Ap¬ 
plicant proposes to operate this insurance 
agency business, pursuant to 5 225.4(a) 
(9) (iii) of Regulation Y, by acquiring a 
50 percent interest in D & L (presently 
a non-operating company), which will be 
the successor in interest to all of B & W's 
existing general insurance business. 
Applicant would sell credit life and credit 
accident and health insurance as w T ell as 
various other types of general insurance. 
Approval would enable Applicant to con¬ 
tinue to offer Bank’s customers a con¬ 
venient source of insurance services. It 
does not appear that the acquisition of 
B & W’s general insurance agency busi¬ 
ness would have any significant effect on 
existing or future competition. There is 
no evidence in the record indicating that 
consummation of the proposal w r ould re¬ 
sult in any undue concentration of re¬ 
sources, unfair competition, conflicts of 
interests, unsound banking practices or 
other adverse effects on the public in¬ 
terest. 

Based on the foregoing and other con¬ 
siderations reflected in the record, the 
Board has determined that the balance 
of the public interest factors that the 
Board is requested to consider regarding 
the insurance agency acquisition under 
section 4(c) (8) is favorable and that the 
application should be approved. 

Accordingly, the applications are ap¬ 
proved for the reasons summarized 
above. The acquisition of Bank shall not 
be made before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order. The acquisition of Bank and D & L 
shall be made not later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board, or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City 
pursuant to delegated authority. The 


determination as to Applicant's insur¬ 
ance activities is subject to the conditions 
set forth in § 225.4(c) of Regulation Y 
and to the Board’s authority to require 
reports by, and make examinations of, 
holding companies and their subsidiaries 
and to require such modification or ter¬ 
mination of the activities of a bank hold- 
ing company or any of its subsidiaries as 
the Board finds necessary to assure com¬ 
pliance with the provisions and purposes 
of the Act and the Board’s regulations 
and orders issued thereunder, or to pre¬ 
vent evasion thereof. 

By order of the Board of Governors, 
effective May 22, 1974. 

Chester B. Feldberg, 
Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-12350 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 


REDLINE INSURANCE, INC. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

Redline Insurance, Inc., WaKeenev. 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(a)(1)) of formation of a bank holding 
company through acquisition of an addi¬ 
tional 36.73 percent of the voting shares 
of The Trego-WaKeeney State Bank. 
WaKeeney. Kansas (“Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3<b) 
of the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and the Board 
has considered the application and all 
comments received in light of the fac¬ 
tors set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant is presently engaged solely 
in holding 13.33 percent of the outstand¬ 
ing voting shares of Bank. Through the 
proposed acquisition of additional shares 
of Bank, wdth deposits of $11.5 million. 
Applicant will become a bank holding 
company subject to the Act. (All banking 
data are as of June 30, 1973.) Bank is 
the larger of two banks in WaKeeney 
(population of slightly more than 2.300), 
located in the w r est central portion of 
Kansas, and is the larger of two banks 
in Trego County, the relevant banking 
market. Bank controls approximately 71 
percent of the total commercial bank 
deposits in the market. Upon acquisition 
of Bank. Applicant would control the 
166th ranking bank in Kansas, holding 
0.18 percent of total deposits in commer¬ 
cial banks in the State. Since the purpose 
of the proposed transaction is to effect a 
transfer of the ownership of Bank from 
individuals to corporate ownership with 
no change in Bank’s present manage¬ 
ment or operation, consummation of the 
proposal herein would not eliminate ex- 


* Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Brimmer, Bucher. 
Holland and Wallich. Absent and not voting: 
Chairman Burns and Governor Sheehan. 
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isting or potential competition, nor have 
an adverse effect on other area banks. 

The principals of Applicant are also 
principals in two other one-bank holding 
companies: Mid-Kansas Banc Shares, 
Inc.. Buhler. Kansas, which controls The 
Buhlsr State Bank ($3.9 million in de¬ 
posits) : and Arkansas Valley Banc 
Shares, Inc., Yoder, Kansas, which con¬ 
trols The Farmers State Bank. Yoder, 
Kansas <$4.6 million in deposits). Each 
o* these banks is located over 100 miles 
southeast of Bank and each operates in 
separate and distinct banking markets 
from the Trego County market. 2 3 From 
the facts of record, it is the Boards 
judgment that competitive considera¬ 
tions are consistent with approval of the 
application. 

The financial and managerial resources 
and future prospects of Applicant, which 
are dependent upon those cf Bank, are 
considered to be satisfactory. The pro¬ 
jected earnings for Bank provide Appli¬ 
cant with the necessary financial flexi¬ 
bility to service the debt incurred as a 
result of the present proposal as well as 
to augment Bank’s capital if the need 
arises. Accordingly, financial and man¬ 
agerial considerations are consistent 
with approval of the application. As in¬ 
dicated above, the proposed acquisition 
represents a change in the form of own¬ 
ership of Bank, and there are no signifi¬ 
cant proposed changes in the operation 
or services of Bank. Considerations re¬ 
lating to the convenience and needs of 
the community to be served are con¬ 
sistent with approval. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the acquisition would be 
in the public interest and that the ap¬ 
plication should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. Thr transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, un¬ 
less such period is extended for good 
cause by the Board, or by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Kansas City pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governor 
effective May 22,1974. 

[seal] Chester B. Feldberg, 

Secretary of the Board . 

[FR Doc.74-12466 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


2 By action of this date, the Board has ap¬ 
proved the application of Southwest Kansas 
Banc Shares, Inc., Hutchinson, Kansas, to 
become a bank holding company through the 
acquisition of First National Bank of Meade. 
Meade. Kansas. The principals of Applicant 
are also principals in Southwest Kansas 
Banc Shares, Inc. 

Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Ml'cheU and Governors Brimmer, Bucher. 
Holland and Wallich. Absent and not voting: 
Chairman Burns and Governor Sheehan. 


UNITED CAROLINA BANCSHARES CORP. 

Proposed Acquisition of Hometown Loan 
Corporation 

United Carolina Bancshares Corpora¬ 
tion, Whiteville, North Carolina, has ap¬ 
plied, pursuant to section 4(c) (8) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and 5 225.4(b)(2) of the 
Board’s Regulation Y. for permission to 
acquire voting shares of Hometown Loan 
Corporation, Manchester, Georgia. No¬ 
tice of the application was published 
between March 13 and May 2, 1974, in¬ 
clusive, in newspapers of general cir¬ 
culation in the following locations: 
Manchester, Pine Mountain, Butler, Fay¬ 
etteville, Palmetto, Jonesboro, Hogans- 
ville. Thomaston and Buena Vista, 
Georgia. 

Applicant states that the proposed sub¬ 
sidiary would engage in the activities 
of a consumer loan company and as sales 
agent for credit life, credit disability, and 
credit physical damage insurance di¬ 
rectly related to extensions of credit by 
Hometown Loan Corporation at the 
aforementioned locations. Such activities 
have been specified by the Board in 
5 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as permissible 
for bank holding companies, subject to 
Board approval of individual proposals 
in accordance with the procedures of 
5 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse ef¬ 
fects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the rea¬ 
sons why this matter should not be re¬ 
solved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Richmond. 

Any view's or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington. D.C. 20551, not later than 
June 19,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, May 22,1974. 

(seal! Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-12466 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on May 28, 1974 (44 USC 
3509). The purpose of publishing this 
list in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received: the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing di¬ 
vision within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the 
proposed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant is¬ 
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503,(202-395-4529). 

New Forms 

DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 

Bureau of Domestic Commerce; Special 
Alpha (Dissolving) Wood Pulp, Form DIB 
966, Single time. Weiner, Pulp mills. 

DEPARTMENT OP HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

New Communities: Delphi Study, Foim__ 

Singletime, CVA/Lowry, Individuals. 
Housing Management; Data Collection Form 
for Proposed System of Funding Subsidies 
for Operations. Low-Rent Housing Pro¬ 
gram, Form HUD 53090. Single time. CVA/ 
Sunderhauf. Local housing authorities. 

Revisions 

None. 

Extensions 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

Contractor Employee Biographical Data 
Sheet: Form AID 1420-17. Occasional. Evin- 
ger. Prospective AID contractor employees. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service: Request for Agreement, Form ASCS 
691, Annual. Lowry, Farms. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of Domestic Commerce; Shipments of 
Primary Nickel. Form DIB 920, Monthly, 
Evinger. Suppliers of nickel for UB. con¬ 
sumption. 

Jewel Bearings and Related Components; 
Form DIB 941, Annual. Evinger, Producers 
& consumers of Jewel bearings. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer , 

(FR Doc.74-12597 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CAR¬ 
RIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

[Notice 42 J 

May 24,1974. 

The following applications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each appli¬ 
cant (on applications filed after March 
27, 1972) states that there will be no sig¬ 
nificant effect on the quality of the hu¬ 
man environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application) are governed 
by Special Rule 1100.247 1 of the Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended). published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register issue of April 20, 1966, ef¬ 
fective May 20,1966. These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to 
the granting of an application must be 
filed with the Commission within 30 days 
after date of notice of filing of the ap¬ 
plication is published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. Failure seasonably to file a protest 
will be construed as a waiver of opposi¬ 
tion and participation in the proceeding. 
A protest under these rules should com¬ 
ply with section 247(d) (3) of the rules 
of practice which requires that it set 
forth specifically the grounds upon which 
it is made, contain a detailed statement 
of protestant's interest in the proceed¬ 
ing (including a copy of the specific por¬ 
tions of its authority which protestant 
believes to be in conflict with that sought 
in the application, and describing in de¬ 
tail the method—whether by joinder, in¬ 
terline, or other means—by which pro¬ 
testant would use such authority to pro¬ 
vide all or part of the service proposed), 
and shall specify with particularity the 
facts, matters, and things relied upon, 
but shall not include issues or allega¬ 
tions phrased generally. Protests not hi 
reasonable compliance with the require¬ 
ments of the rules may be rejected. The 
original and one (1) copy of the protest 
shall be filed with the Commission, and 
a copy shall be served concurrently upon 
applicant’s representative, or applicant if 
no representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
requests shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(d)(4) of the special rules, 
and shall include the certification re¬ 
quired therein. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or (2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application wall be dismissed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 


* Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 


generally in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s general policy statement con¬ 
cerning motor carrier licensing proce¬ 
dures, published in the Federal Register 
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment 
w f ill be by Commission order which will 
be served on each party of record. Broad¬ 
ening amendments will not be accepted 
after the date of this publication except 
for good cause shown, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained fol¬ 
lowing publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter of a notice that the proceeding has 
been assigned for oral hearing. 

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 365), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: PACIFIC IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., a Cor¬ 
poration, 14th and Clay Streets, Oakland, 
Calif. 94604. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert H. Cleveland (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, commodities of unusual value 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving Danville, HI., as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized regular routes, re¬ 
stricted to service at Danville for the 
purpose of interlining traffic with Ry¬ 
der Truck Lines, Inc. 

Note. —Common control may bo Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 5296 (Sub-No. 1), filed April 24, 
1974. Applicant’s representative: LACY’S 
EXPRESS, INC., 81 West Pitman S., 
Penns Grove, N.J. 08069. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Martin Werner, 2 West 
45th Street, New York, N.Y. 10036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Floor covering; ma¬ 
terials, supplies , and equipment, used in 
the installation of floor covering; and 
window shades (except commodities in 
bulk), serving Bristol, Pa., as an off- 
route point in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s regular-route operations be¬ 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., and Salem, N.J. 

Note. —Applicant Indicates that the pur¬ 
pose of this application is to follow the traf¬ 
fic of a present shipper. Prospective protes- 
tants are Advised to refer to the Commission’s 
Decision in Smitfi and Solomon Trucking 
Company Extension —Camden. NJ., 61 M.C.C. 
748, and the Commission’s subsequent De¬ 
cision in Theatres Service Company Exten - 
sion—Duluth. Ga., 113 M.C.C. 744. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Philadelphia. Pa. 

No. MC 6607 (Sub-No. 16). filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: J. J. MINNE- 
HAN, INC., P.O. Box 369, Rockingham 
Road. Bellows Falls, Vt. 05101. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Frederick T. 
O’Sullivan, 622 Lowell Street, Peabody, 
Mass. 01960. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Water, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) from 
Middleborough, Mass., to Goshen, N.Y.; 
and (2) from Westerly. R.I., to Groton, 


Conn., (1) and (2) above, under con¬ 
tract with Dairylea Co-Operative, Inc. 
and Natural Spring Water Co., Inc. 

Note.— Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Hartford. Conn. 

No. MC 7640 (Sub-No. 45), filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: BARNES 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 506 Mayo Street, 
Wilson, N.C. 27893. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Harry J. Jordan, 1000 16th 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20038. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials, in bags, from 
points in Hertford County, N.C., to 
points in Delaware, Maryland, South 
Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, m.. or Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 16903 (Sub-No. 39 >, filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: MOON 

FREIGHT LINES, INC., 120 West 
Grimes Lane, P.O. Box 1275, Blooming¬ 
ton. Ind. 47401. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber 
of Commerce Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Urethane 
foam products, and component parts and 
accessories, moving in the same vehicle, 
from Charleston, HI., to points in West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, North Carolina. 
Virginia, Maryland. Delaware, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, Maine. New Hampshire. 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Vermont, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington. 
D.C., or Tampa, Fla. 

No. MC-18088 (Sub-No. 56) (CLARI¬ 
FICATION), filed March 27, 1974. pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
May 9, 1974, and republished as clarified 
this issue. Applicant: FLOYD & BEAS¬ 
LEY TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., P.O. 
Drawer 8, Industrial Parkway, Sycamore. 
Ala. 35149. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Ephraim, 1250 Connecticut Ave 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Birming¬ 
ham and Sycamore, Ala., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Georgia. South Carolina, and Tennessee, 
restricted to the transportation of traf¬ 
fic received from or delivered to con¬ 
necting carriers at Birmingham and 
Sycamore. Ala., and points in their re¬ 
spective Commercial Zones. 

Note. —Applicant states that the sole pxir- 
pose of the subject application is to enable 
the substitution of Birmingham and Syca¬ 
more. Ala., as interline points. The purpose 
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of this republication is to indicate appli¬ 
cant’s statement next above. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 18302 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: STATE MOV¬ 
ING & STORAGE, INC., 1991 Utica Ave¬ 
nue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11234. Applicant’s 
representative: Larsh B. Mewhinney, 
235 Mamaroneck Avenue, White Plains, 
N.Y. 10605. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods (1) from points in 
Westchester, Nassau, Suffolk, Rockland, 
and Putnam Counties, N.Y.; Fairfield 
County, Conn.; Hudson, Bergen, Essex, 
Passaic, Sussex, Morris, Warren, Union, 
Somerset, Middlesex, Monmouth, Mer¬ 
cer, Hunterdon Counties, N.J., to points 
in Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Connecti¬ 
cut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Delaware, Maryland, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Virginia. North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, Ken¬ 
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wiscon¬ 
sin, and Michigan; (2) from New York, 
N.Y., to points in Maine, Vermont. New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Delaware, 
West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina. Georgia, Florida, Ala¬ 
bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wis¬ 
consin, and Michigan; (3) from points 
in Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, Delaware, West Virginia, 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Missis¬ 
sippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan, to New York, N.Y.; and (4) 
from the destination points named in 
(1) above, to points in Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Jersey, New York (except 
New York. N.Y.), Pennsylvania. New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Delaware and 
Rhode Island. 

Note. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at New York, 
N.Y, 

No. MC 20916 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
April 12, 1974. Applicant: JOHN T. 
SISK, Rt. 2, Box 182-B, Culpeper, Va. 
22701. Applicant’s representative: Frank 
B. Hand, Jr., P.O. Box 446, Winchester, 
Va. 22601. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Wire and wire rope, between Culpeper, 
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Baltimore, Md.; (2) Precast Concrete 
and precast concrete products, (a) from 
Midland, Va., to points in Delaware, 
Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, Maryland, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia; 
and (b), from the facilities of Smith 
Cattleguard, Inc., located at Gainesville, 
Ga., to Mechanicsville, Va.; and (3) 
Crushed stone, stone dust, sand, and 
gravel, from Culpeper and Fredericks¬ 
burg, Va., to Washington, D.C., and 
points in Montgomery, Howard, 


Prince Georges, Anne Arundel, and 
Charles Counties, Md. 

Note.—C ommon control And dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. If a hearing 1s 
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 27356 (Sub-No. 8). filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: M-F EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., c/O JONES TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 610 E. Emma Avenue, 
Springdale, Ark. 72764. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Douglas C. Wynn, P.O. Box 
1295, Greenville, Miss. 38701. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods, commodities in bulk and 
those which by reason of size, weight, or 
value require the use of special equip¬ 
ment) between York and Livingston, 
Ala.: From York via U.S. Highway 11 to 
Livingston and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Livingston, Tusca¬ 
loosa, or Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 29120 (Sub-No. 16) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed March 18, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue of April 25, 
1974, and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: ALL-AMERICAN, INC., 
900 West Delaware, P.O. Box 769, Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Michael J. Ogborn (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
hides, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between the junction of U.S. 
Highway 20 and Interstate Highway 80 
near Cleveland, Ohio, and Minneapolis- 
St. Paul. Minn.: (1) From the junction 
of U.S. Highway 20 and Interstate High¬ 
way 80 near Cleveland, Ohio, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to junction Interstate 
Highway 294, thence over Interstate 
Highway 294 to junction Interstate 
Highway 90, thence over Interstate 
Highway 90, to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 94, thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 94 to Minneapolis-St. Paul and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving no 
intermediate points except as otherwise 
authorized, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only in connec¬ 
tion with carrier’s regular route opera¬ 
tions; and (2) From the junction of 
U.S. Highway 20 and Interstate High¬ 
way 80 near Cleveland, Ohio, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 20 near Columbia, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 20 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 94, thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 94 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 41 at or near Glenview Woods, Ill., 
thence over U.S. Highway 41 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 94, thence over 
Interstate Highway 94, to Minneapolis- 
St. Paul and return over the same route, 
serving no Intermediate points except 


as otherwise authorized, as an alter¬ 
nate route for operating convenience 
only in connection with carrier’s regular 
route operations. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
are to amend (a) the commodity restriction, 
and (b) the territorial description as stated 
herein. Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Cleveland, Ohio, 
or Minneapolis-St. Paul. Minn. 

No. MC 30887 (Sub-No. 204), filed 
April 16, 1974. Applicant: SHIPLEY 
TRANSFER. INC., 49 Main Street, Reis- 
terstown, Md. 21136. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Theodore Polydoroff. 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW„ Suite 600, 
Washington. D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Liquid commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant- 
sites and facilities of Skyline Terminals. 
Inc., located at or near Baltimore, Md., 
to points in Delaware, Maryland, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, restricted 
to shipments having a prior movement 
by rail, water or motor carrier, and des¬ 
tined to the above-named destinations. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 180), filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: McLEAN 

TRUCKING COMPANY, 617 Waugh- 
town Street, P.O. Box 213, Winston- 
Salem, N.C. 27102. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Francis W. Mclnerny, 1000 Six¬ 
teenth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), between 
Memphis. Tenn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in that part of 
Arkansas south and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Arkansas-Oklahoma State 
Boundary line, and extending along U.S. 
Highway 270 to Pine Bluff, Ark., thence 
along U.S. Highway 65 to the Arkansas- 
Louisiana State line, including points on 
the indicated portions of the highway 
specified. Service is authorized at Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., and points in its commercial 
zone for the purpose of joinder only. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
Applicant states that the requested authority 
can be tacked with Its existing authority at 
Memphis, Tenn.. to serve points in the Cen¬ 
tral, eastern, and southwestern United States. 
If a hearing Ls deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., or 
Memphis. Tenn. 

No. MC 39123 (Sub-No. 7). filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: ASBESTOS 
EASTERN TRANSPORT (U.S.) INC., 
Route 3 Morrisonville Road, Plattsburgh, 
N.Y. 12901. Applicant's representative: 
A. David Millner, 744 Broad Street, 
Newark, N.J. 07102. Authority sought to 
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operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
between points in Franklin, Clinton, Al¬ 
bany, and Essex Counties, N.Y., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, ports of en¬ 
try on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, 
located in Clinton County, N.Y., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement in foreign commerce. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Albany, N.Y., or 
Montpelier, Vt. 

No. MC 39395 (Sub-No. 6>, filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: NEHALEM 
VALLEY MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 3641 
N.W. St. Helens Rd., Portland, Oreg. 
97210. Applicant's representative: G. G. 
Gerdes (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
household goods' as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Rainier, 
Oreg., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Longview and Kelso, Wash., restricted to 
shipments originating at Reynolds 
Metals Company located at Longview, 
Wash. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 42146 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: THE A. G. 
BOONE COMPANY, a Corporation, 1812 
W. Morehead Street, Charlotte, N.C. 
28208. Applicant’s representative: Floyd 
C. Hartsell (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such merchandise 
as is dealt in by wholesale, retail, and 
chain grocery and food business houses 
and in connection therewith, equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the con¬ 
duct of such business, between points in 
Mecklenburg, Wake, and Guilford Coun¬ 
ties, N.C., and Greenville County, S.C., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Georgia, under contract with The 
Great Atlantic and Pacific Tea Company. 
Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Char¬ 
lotte. N.C.. or Washington. D C. 

No. MC 42605 (Sub-No. 3>, filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: CARL H. 
BETZ. R.D. 1, Orefield, Pa. 18069. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul B. Kem- 
merer, 1620 North 19th Street. Allen¬ 
town, Pa. 18104. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Organic plant food, in bulk, bags and 
packages, from points in the District of 
Columbia, to points in Virginia, Mary¬ 


land, Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jer¬ 
sey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, and Maine. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant does not specify a location. 

No. MC 43475 (Sub-No. 60) (COR¬ 
RECTION) , filed April 1, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue of May 9, 
1974, and. republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: GLENDENNING 

MOTORWAYS. INC.. 1665 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Janies L. Nelson, 
325 Cedar Street, St. Paul. Minn. 55101. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), serving 
Lake Nebagamon, Wis., as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier’s regular 
route operations, over U.S. Highway 2 
between Duluth, Minn., and Hurley, Wis. 

Note. —The purpose of this re publication 
is to correct Duluth, Minn., which was pre¬ 
viously published as Duluth, Mich. In error. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Duluth, Minn. 

No. MC 48958 (Sub-No. 123), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: ILLINOIS- 
CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC., 510 East 
51st Avenue, Denver, Colo. 80216. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Morris G. Cobb, 
P.O. Box 9050, 601 Ross Street, Amarillo, 
Tex. 79105. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products , meat by-products , and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses , as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plantsite of and storage facili¬ 
ties utilized by American Beef Packers, 
Inc., at or near Cactus (Moore County), 
Tex., to points in Colorado, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Missouri, Iowa. Minnesota. Wis¬ 
consin, Illinois. New Mexico. Arizona, 
California, and Nevada, restricted to 
traffic originating at, and destined to, the 
named points. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Omaha. Nebr., 
Denver, Colo., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 489), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPORA¬ 
TION, 445 Earlwood Avenue, Oregon, 
Ohio 43616. Applicant's representative: 
J. A. Kundtz, 100 National City Bank 
Building, Cleveland, Ohio 44114. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Kansas City, Kans., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and 
Tennessee; (2) Residual fuel oil , in bulk. 


in tank vehicles, from Kansas City, Mo., 
to East St. Louis, Ill., and points within 
5 miles thereof; and (3) Sulphuric acid. 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Oregon. 
Ohio, to points in Indiana (except Elk¬ 
hart, Ind.). 

Note. —Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests It be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 59098 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: KNAPP’S 
EXPRESS, INC., 37 Emerson Street, 
Ridgefield Park, N.J. 07660. Applicant’s 
representative: George A. Olsen, 69 Ton- 
nele Avenue. Jersey City, N.J. 07306. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Carpet, carpeting, 
floor covering and material, equipment, 
and supplies used in the installation and 
sale thereof (except commodities in 
bulk), between Ridgefield Park (Bergen 
County), N.J., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Hudson, Bergen. 
Essex, Passaic, Union, Morris, Ocean. 
Sussex, Middlesex, Somerset, Monmouth, 
and Mercer Counties. N.J. 

Note. — If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Newark, NJ . 
or New York. N.Y. 

No. MC 59223 (Sub-No. 4>, filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: NEW DEAL 
DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 206 West 
37th Street, New York. N.Y. 10015. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Arthur J. Piken. 
One Lefrak City Plaza, Flushing, N.Y. 
11368. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wearing 
apparel and accessories, on hangers and 
in cartons, in mixed shipments of 
garments on hangers and in cartons, be¬ 
tween points in that part of New York, 
N.Y., Commercial zone, as defined in 
Commercial Zones and Terminal Areas . 
53 M.C.C. 451, within which local op¬ 
erations may be conducted pursuant to 
the partial exemption of Section 203(b) 
(8) of the Interstate Commerce Act (the 
exempt zone), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Albany, NY., and New Haven. 
Conn. 

Note. — If a hearing is deemed necessarv 
th© applicant requests it be held at New 
York. N.Y. 

No. MC 76032 (Sub-No. 307), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: NAVAJO 

FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1205 South 
Platte River Drive. Denver, Colo. 80223. 
Applicant’s representative: Eldon E. 
Bresee (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the plant or 
warehouse facilities of Western Electric 
Company. Inc., located at or near God¬ 
dard, Kans., as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's regular route 
operations via Goddard, Kans. 
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Not*. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Denver, Colo., 
or Wichita. Kans. 

No. MC 74681 (Sub-No. 3), filed April 
24. 1974. Applicant: STEVENS VAN 
LINES, INC.. 121 S. Niagara, Saginaw, 
Mich. 48602. Applicant’s representative: 
Martin J. Leavitt, P.O. Box 400, North- 
ville, Mich. 48167. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in by 
retail department stores, from the ware¬ 
house facilities of Stevens Van Lines, 
Inc., at Pontiac, Mich., to the retail fa¬ 
cilities of the S. S. Kresge Company, El- 
Mart Stores, and Jupiter Stores in Ma¬ 
comb County, Mich., restricted to the 
transportation of traffic destined to the 
named destination points. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Detroit, 
Mich., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 94201 (Sub-No. 122), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
17744, Atlanta, Ga. 30316. Applicant’s 
representative: Maurice P. Bishop, 601- 
09 Prank Nelson Building, Birmingham. 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: So¬ 
dium hypochlorite solution, dry bleach , 
cleaning, scouring and washing com¬ 
pounds, chopped alfalfa pellets (animal 
litter) and cooking oils (except in bulk), 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
of The Clorox Company located at or 
near Atlanta, Ga., to points in Kentucky. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 900), filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1940 Monroe 
Drive, P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
Applicant’s representative: Jerome F. 
Marks, P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods and 
margarine , from points in Pulton, Cobb, 
Gwinnett, DeKalb, and Clayton Comi¬ 
ties, Ga., to points in Florida (ex¬ 
cept that portion of Florida in and 
north of Levy, Marion, Putnam, and 
Flagler Counties, Fla.), Arkansas, and 
Tennessee. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Atlanta, Ga.. or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 96881 (Sub-No. 14), filed April 
22, 1974. Applicant: ORVILLE M. FINE, 
doing business as FINE TRUCK LINE, 
801 Dodson Avenue, Fort Smith, Ark. 
72901. Applicant’s representative: Don A. 
Smith, Post Office Box 43, Kelley Build¬ 
ing, Fort Smith, Ark. 72901. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier t 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Electrical motors, electri¬ 
cal motor parts, and material and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture thereof 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank ve¬ 


hicles, and commodities which because 
of size or weight require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment), serving the plantsite of 
the United States Electrical Motors, Inc. 
(U.Si).M., Inc.), located in Bryan Coun¬ 
ty. Oklahoma, as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s regular route 
operations at Valliant, Okla., restricted 
to traffic originating at or near destined 
to the plantsite of United States Elec¬ 
trical Motors, Inc. (U.S.E.M., Inc.), in 
Bryan County, Okla. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Fort 
Smith. Ark., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 100667 (Sub-No. 280), filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 
Suite 280, National Foundation Life 
Bldg., 3535 N.W. 58th, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73112. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections; (2) building sections and 
building panels; (3) parts and acces¬ 
sories, used in the installation thereof; 
and (4) metal prefabricated structural 
components and panels, from Portland, 
Tenn., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at (1) Nashville, 
Tenn.; (2) Memphis, Tenn.; (3) Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 306). filed 
April 16. 1974. Applicant: FLEET 

TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 934 44th 
Ave. North, Nashville, Tenn. 37209. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Russell E. Stone 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Vegetable oils, animal fats 
and blends thereof in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, between points in Mecklenburg 
County. N.C., and points in Alabama, 
Connecticut, Delaware, the District of 
Columbia, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Missouri, New Jersey. New 
York. Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
Tennessee (except Chattanooga). Vir¬ 
ginia (except from Mecklenburg County, 
N.C., to Portsmouth and Suffolk, Va.), 
and West Virginia (except from 
Charlotte, N.C., to Bluefleld, W. Va.), in 
non-radial movements. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
Dual operations may be involved also. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests It be held at Atlanta, Ga., or Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. 

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 98), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: PARKHILL 
TRUCK COMPANY, a Corporation, P.O. 
Box 912 (Bus Rte 1-44 East), Joplin, Mo. 
64801. Applicant’s representative: A. N. 
Jacobs. P.O. Box 113, Joplin, Mo. 64801. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Boilers and boiler 
parts, from Danville, Ky., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 


Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis. Tenn., or 
Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 106644 (Sub-No. 179). filed 
April 26, 1974. Applicant: SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING COMPANY. INC., 2770 
Reyton Road NW„ Atlanta. Ga. 30318. 
Applicant’s representative: W. Randall 
Tye, 1500 Candler Building, Atlanta, Ga. 
30303. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Carpets , 
carpeting , carpet remnants, and rugs. 
from the facilities of Sweetwater Carpet 
Corp., at or near Ringgold, Ga., to points 
in Michigan and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga.. 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 106644 (Sub-No. 180), filed 
April 24. 1974. Applicant: SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
916, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: S. Randall Tye, 1500 Candler 
Building, Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Buildings, complete, 
knocked down, and in sections; (2) 
building sections and building panels; 
(3) parts and accessories used in the in¬ 
stallation thereof ; and (4) metal pre¬ 
fabricated structural components and 
panels, from Portland. Tenn., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Atlanta, 
Ga., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 108973 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
April 17, 1974. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
EXPRESS, INC., 2334 University Aveune, 
Saint Paul, Minn. 55114. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Joseph J. Dudley, W-1260 
First National Bank Building, Saint 
Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Pulpwood, paper, and paper 
products, from the plantsite of Hoerner 
Waldorf Corporation, at Ontonagon, 
Mich., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas. Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Wisconsin, North Dakota, and South Da¬ 
kota; and (2) paper mill supplies (except 
in bulk), used in the manufacture of 
paper products, from points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota. Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, Wisconsin, North Da¬ 
kota, and South Dakota, to the plantsite 
of Hoerner Waldorf Corporation, at On¬ 
tonagon, Mich., under a contract with 
Hoerner Waldorf Corporation. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a bearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 110144 (Sub-No. 13), filed 
April 20, 1974. Applicant: JACK C. ROB¬ 
INSON, doing business as ROBINSON 
FREIGHT LINES, 3600 Papermill Road, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 37921. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Clyde S. Henninger, P.O. 
Box 4126, Knoxville, Tenn. 37921. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General Commod- 
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ities (except household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk. 
Classes A and B explosives, and articles, 
which because of size or weight, require 
special equipment), between Chatta¬ 
nooga. Tenn.. and points within ten miles 
of its city limits and the Holiday Indus¬ 
trial Park (De Soto County), Miss.: From 
Chattanooga, Tenn., and points within 
ten miles of its city limits over U.S. High¬ 
way 64 to Memphis, Tenn., thence over 
U.S. Highway 78 to Holiday Industrial 
Park (De Soto County), Miss., and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving no 
intermediate points. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Memphis, Tenn., 
or Jackson, Miss. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 713», filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant 
Prairie. Wis. 53158. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David A. Petersen (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (D Food color concentrate, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Sidney, Nebr., to 
points in Milwaukee, Wis.; (2) insecti¬ 
cides, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
facilities of Abbott Laboratories at North 
Chicago. HI., to points in Iowa; and (3) 
liquid chocolate coating, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plantsite of ITT Con¬ 
tinental Baking Company. Inc., in St. 
Louis. Mo., to the plantsite of ITT Con¬ 
tinental Baking Company, Inc., located 
in Omaha, Nebr. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 714>, filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant 
Prairie. Wis. 53158. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David A. Petersen (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Corn syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Lebanon. Tenn., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Georgia, Kentucky. 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina. 
Tennessee, and Virginia. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Chicago. Ill., or 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 715), Tiled 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 186. Pleasant 
Prairie, Wis. 53158. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David A. Petersen (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Chocolate, chocolate products, cocoa 
butter, and confectionery coatings, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Robinson, 
Ill., to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or St. 
Louis, Mo. 


No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 716), filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant 
Prairie, Wis. 53158. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David A. Petersen (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glycerine soap stock, liquid soap, 
and fatty acids . in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the plantsite of Armour-Dial, Inc., 
located in Aurora Township (Kane 
County), Ill., to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and New York, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at the plantsite of Armour-Dial, 
Inc. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 1093), filed 
April 17. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East 
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. 
19335. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas J. O’Brien (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ani¬ 
mal oils and products of animal and veg¬ 
etable oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Quincy, Mass., to points in New York; 
(2) liquid flame retarding compounds t 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from El Dorado, 
Ark., to the ports of entry on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada located at or near 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., restricted to export 
traffic; (3) spent methanol, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Pittsfield, Mass., to 
Model City. N.Y.: (4) spent chlorinated 
solvents, spent freon, spent petroleum 
distillates, spent trichloroethylene, and 
spent perchlorethylene, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Essex Junction, Vt., to 
Model City. N.Y.; and (5) dry sugar, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Philadelphia. 
Pa., and New T York City, N.Y., to the port 
of entry on the International Boundary 
line between the United States and Can¬ 
ada. located on the Niagara River in New 
York, restricted to export traffic. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Cleveland. 
Ohio. 

No. MC-110563 (Sub-No. 137), filed 
April 24. 1974. Applicant: COLDWAY 
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 747, 
Ohio Bldg.. 113 N. Ohio Ave., Sidney, 
Ohio 45365. Applicant’s representative: 
Joseph M. Scanlan, 111 W. Washington, 
Chicago, Ill. 60602. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs including dairy products, 
(A) from Plymouth, Wis., and Van Wert, 
Ohio, to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine. Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island, Vermont, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia; and (B) from Plymouth. Wis., 
to Van Wert, Ohio, restricted to traffic 
originating at the plantsitcs and storage 
facilities utilized by Borden Foods, a Di¬ 
vision of Borden, Inc., located at or near 
Plymouth, Wis., and Van Wert, Ohio. 


Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio. 

No. MC-111302 (Sub-No. 75), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 10470, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 37919. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Jerome F. Marks, 1940 Mon¬ 
roe Drive NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid feed and liq¬ 
uid feed supplements, from Knoxville, 
Tenn., to points in Florida, Georgia. 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 197), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: HOME 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
1425 Franklin Road, Marietta, Ga. 30062. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Born, P.O. Box 6426, Station A, Marietta. 
Ga. 30062. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Irrigation systems, bases, and transmis¬ 
sion poles, and (2) materials and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture and in¬ 
stallation of the commodities named in 
(1 > above, between Valley, Nebr., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, New Mex¬ 
ico, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina. Tennessee, and Texas. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 198), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: HOME 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC.. 
1425 Franklin Road. Marietta, Ga. 30062. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Bom, P.O. Box 6426. Station A. Marietta. 
Ga. 30062. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Fire 
prevention and sprinkler syste?ns; and 
(2) parts, equipment, materials, and sup¬ 
plies used in the Installation of fire pre¬ 
vention and sprinkler systems, from the 
plantsite or warehouse facilities of Grin- 
nell Fire Prevention Systems. Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Cleveland, N.C., Dallas. 
Tex., Canton, Miss., and Long Beach. 
Calif., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii *. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Boston, 
Mass. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 506), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT. INC.. P.O. Box 
1233, Sioux Falls. S. Dak. 57101. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Ralph H. Jinks, 
900 West Delaware, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 
57104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Candy 
products and advertising material there¬ 
with, from the (warehouse facilities of 
Jack's Candies, located at or near Port 
Elizabeth, N.J.. to points in Illinois, Cali- 
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fornia, Utah, Minnesota, Ohio, and 
Michigan. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a bearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at New York City, 
N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 507), filed 
Aprill 22, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 
1233, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Ralph H. Jinks 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Confectionery products, 
from points in Massachusetts, to points 
in Minnesota and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Boston, Mass., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. 80), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO., 1601 Blue 
Rock Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45223. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: T. Collins (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as-a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Trailers and trailer chassis 
(except those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles), and trailer con¬ 
verter dollies , between Galion, Lima, 
Mount Vernon, and Winesburg, Ohio, on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); (2) waste and refuse handling 
equipment and systems, between Macon, 
Ga., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); (3) motor vehicle 
bodies, containers, and motor vehicle 
body equipment and accessories, between 
Durant, Okla., on the one hand, and. on 
the other points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii): and (4), 
materials, supplies and parts (except 
commodities in bulk) used in the manu¬ 
facture, assembly, and servicing of com¬ 
modities described in (1), (2), and (3) 
above, when moving in mixed shipments 
and in the same load with such commodi¬ 
ties, between Vineland, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington. D.C., 
or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 112713 (Sub-No. 166), filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: YELLOW 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box 
7270, 10990 Roe Avenue, Shawnee Mis¬ 
sion. Kans. 66207. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John M. Records (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except Classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the warehouse site of Western 
Electric Company. Inc., located at or 
near Goddard, Kans., as an off-route 


point in connection with carrier's regular 
route operations at Wichita, Kans. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Washington. D.C., 
or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 112713 (Sub-No. 167), filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: YELLOW 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box 
7270, 10990 Roe Avenue, Shawnee Mis¬ 
sion, Kans. 66207. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John M. Records (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except Classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Cryovac Division, 
W. R. Grace & Co., at or near Iowa Park, 
Tex., as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier’s otherwise authorized reg¬ 
ular route operations at Wichita Falls, 
Texas. 

Note. —Common control was approved in 
MC-F—11641. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, the applicant requests it be held at 
Atlanta. Ga.. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 328), filed 
April 26. 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED. 1401 N. Little Street, 
P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert A. Stone 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pet food, from points in 
California, to points in Washington, and 
Oregon. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either San 
Francisco, or Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 113760 (Sub-No. 9). filed 
April 15. 1974. Applicant: PETCO INC. 
INTERSTATE, a Corporation, 6510 
Brighton Road, Commerce City. Colo. 
80022. Applicant’s representative: Leslie 
R. Kehl, 1600 Lincoln Center Building, 
1600 Lincoln Street, Denver. Colo. 80203. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points 
in Carbon County, Wyo., to points in 
Routt, Moffat, and Rio Blanco Counties, 
Colo. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Denver, 
Colo. 

No. MC 113828 (Sub-No. 218), filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: O’BOYLE 
TANK LINES, INCORPORATED, P.O. 
Box 30006, Washington, D.C. 20014. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William P. Sul¬ 
livan, Federal Bar Building West, 1819 H 
St. NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sodium bicarbon¬ 
ate, in bulk, between Syracuse, N.Y., and 
Charlottesville, Va. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 


19293 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. 202), filed 
April 19. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 Sum¬ 
mer Street, Boston, Mass. 02210. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Boyd, 
29 South LaSalle Street, Suite 330, Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60603. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Frozen foods, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from Chicago Heights, Ill., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New* Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia, restricted to traffic originating at 
Chicago Heights. HI ; and (2) foodstuffs, 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Belvidere, 
HI., to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Virginia. West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at Belvidere. Ill. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Chicago, Ill., or Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 114019 (Sub-No. 256), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arnold L. 
Burke, 127 North Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Hi. 60602. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid candy coating, other than 
chocolate, liquid chocolate, liquid choco¬ 
late coating, liquid chocolate liqueur and 
liquid cocoa butter, in bulk, from Robin¬ 
son, HI., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 397), filed 
March 25, 1974. Applicant: TRANS¬ 
COLD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 5842, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: J. B. Stuart (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chemicals, in containers, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from the plantsite of The Upjohn Com¬ 
pany at Houston. Tex., to points in Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, and Rhode Island. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Houston or Dallas, 
Tex. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 229), filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 324 Manhard 
Street, P.O. Box 420, Waterloo, Iowa 
50704. Applicant’s representative: Ken¬ 
neth R. Nelson (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
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common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Agri¬ 
cultural implements and machinery, 
parts and attachments , from Tonkawa, 
Okla., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) 
equipment, materials and supplies, used 
in the manufacture of distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) to Tonkawa, Okla. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Oklahoma 
City. Okla., or Wichita. Kans. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 230), filed 
April 24. 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 324 Manhard Street, 
P.O. Box 420, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Patrick Smyth. 
327 South La Salle, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lumber , 
lumber mill products, plywood and lami¬ 
nated products, from Urbana. El Dorado, 
and Magnolia, Ark., and Mansfield and 
Plain Dealing, La., and Atlanta, Tex., 
to points in Oklahoma, Kansas, Nebras¬ 
ka. South Dakota, North Dakota, Mis¬ 
souri, Illinois, Indiana. Wisconsin. Iowa, 
Michigan, and Minnesota. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Little 
Rock. Ark., or Chicago, IU. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 231), filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., 324 Manhard 
Street, P.O. Box 420, Waterloo, Iowa 
50704. Applicant’s representative: Pat¬ 
rick Smyth, 327 South La Salle, Chicago, 
Ill. 60604. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Lumber plywood, and particleboard, from 
Pineland, Tex., to points in Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska. North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Oklahoma, Illinois, Indiana, and Michi¬ 
gan; and (2) lumber, plywood, fiber- 
board and particleboard, from Diboll, 
Tex., to points in Kansas, Nebraska, 
North Dakota. South Dakota, Missouri, 
Iowa. Minnesota. Wisconsin, Oklahoma, 
Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Houston, 
Tex., or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 298), filed 
April 23, 1974. Applicant: BANKERS 
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 4970 South 
Archer Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60632. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Warren W. 
Wallin, 330 South Jefferson Street, Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. 60606. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Restorative dentistry products, between 
Lafayette. Ind., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Danville, Rantoul. Cham¬ 
paign, and Georgetown, Ill. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC-128616 and Subs, therefore 
dual operations may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Indianapolis, Ind., or Chicago. Ill. 


No. MC 114896 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
April 12. 1974. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
SECURITY, INC., 1341 West Mocking¬ 
bird Lane, Suite 1001E, Dallas, Tex. 
75247. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam E. Fullingim (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Precious 
metal (gold), (1) between Waterbury, 
Conn., and Carlisle, Pa.; (2) between 
Nutley, N.J., and Carlisle, Pa.; and (3) 
between Providence, R.I., and Brod- 
becks, Pa.; (1), (2), and (3) above, under 
contract with AMP, Incorporated. 

Note. —Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 365), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: TRUCK 

TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 29 
Clayton Hills Lane, St. Louis, Mo. 63131. 
Applicant’s representative: J. R. Perris, 
230 St. Clair Avenue, East St. Louis, HI. 
62201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (a) Pre¬ 
pared dry fish and animal feed, from the 
plantsites of the Bow Wow Co., Inc., at 
or near Rolla, Mo., to points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Ken¬ 
tucky. Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Nebraska. North Dakota, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, South Dakota. Tennessee, Texas 
and Wisconsin; and (b) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture thereof, 
from the destination points named in (a) 
above, to the plantsites of Bow Wow Co.. 
Inc., at or near Rolla, Mo. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 115651 (Sub-No. 23). filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: KANEY 

TRANSPORTATION, INC., 7222 Cun¬ 
ningham Road, Rockford, HI. 61102. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert D. 
Higgins (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am¬ 
monia, from the plant site of the St. Paul 
Ammonia Products, Inc., at or near East 
Dubuque, Ill., to points in Hlinois. Indi¬ 
ana. Iowa, Kansas. Missouri, Kentucky. 
Michigan. Nebraska. Ohio, South Da¬ 
kota, Minnesota, and Wisconsin. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-139621. therefore dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago, HI., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 276), filed 
April 23. 1974. Applicant: CARL SUB- 
LER TRUCKING. INC., North West 
Street, Versailles. Ohio 45380. Applicant’s 
representative: H. M. Richters (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs, from Wilson, N.C., to 
points in Hlinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New Orleans, 
La. 


No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 277), filed 
April 23. 1974. Applicant: CARL SUB- 
LER TRUCKING, INC., North West 
Street, Versailles. Ohio 45380. Applicant’s 
representative: H. M. Richters (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Yarn, from Costa Mesa, Calif., to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi, Missouri, North Carolina, Okla¬ 
homa. South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Los Angeles. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 278), filed 
April 23, 1974. Applicant: CARL SUB- 
LER TRUCKING, INC., North West 
Street, Versailles, Ohio 54380. Applicant’s 
representative: H. M. Richters (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Building materials and building 
supplies, from points in Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia, to points in Florida 
and those in Georgia on and south of U.S. 
Highway 80. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Columbus 
Ohio. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
April 17. 1974. Applicant: ECK MILLER 
TRAN SPORT ATION CORPORATION. 
1125 Sweeney Street, Owensboro, Ky. 
42301. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam P. Sullivan, 1819 H St. NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Buildings , complete, knocked 
down, or in sections; (2) building sec¬ 
tions and building panels; (3) parts and 
accessories used in the installation 
thereof; and (4) metal prefabricated 
structural components and panels, from 
the facilities of Kirby Building Systems, 
Inc., at or near Portland, Tenn., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (5) materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture or 
sale of commodities described in (1), (2), 
(3), and <4) above, from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), to the facilities of Kirby Build¬ 
ing Systems, Inc., at or near Portland, 
Tenn. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, 
Ga., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 116947 (Sub-No. 31), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: SCOTT 

TRANSFER CO., INC.. 920 Ashby Street 
SW., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William Addams, Suite 212. 
5299 Roswell Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Metal can, and can 
ends, from the plantsite of the Ball Cor¬ 
poration, at or near Williamsburg, Va., 
to the plantsite and warehouse facilities 
utilized by Anheuser-Busch, at or near 
Jacksonville, Fla., under contract with 
Ball Corporation, at Muncie, Ind. 
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Note. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority In MC 117956 (Subs 2 and 8), 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a bearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 190), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: SUBLER 

TRANSFER. INC., P.O. Box 62, 791 East 
Main Street, Versailles, Ohio 45380. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Edward J. 
Subler (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com - 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Petro¬ 
leum and petroleum products; (2) vehicle 
body sealer or sound deadener compound; 
and (3) related advertising materials 
and supplies when shipped therewith 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Congo, W. Va.; and Emlenton and Farm¬ 
ers Valley, Pa., to points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Michigan, and Wisconsin, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
above named origin, and destined to the 
named destinations. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Pittsburgh, 
Pa., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 191), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: SUBLER 

TRANSFER, INC., P.O. Box 62. 791 East 
Main Street, Versailles, Ohio 45380. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Edward J. 
Subler (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, 
including dairy products, (A) from 
Plymouth, Wis., and Van Wert, Ohio, to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont. Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia; and (B) from Plymouth Wis., to 
Van Wert, Ohio, restricted to traffic 
originating at the plantsites and stor¬ 
age facilities utilized by Borden Foods, 
a Division of Borden, Inc., located at or 
near Plymouth, Wis., and Van Wert, 
Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No. MC 118400 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: WANDO 

PRODUCE CO., a Corporation, 60 Rom¬ 
ney Street, Charleston, S.C. 39403. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Robert E. Tate, 
P.O. Box 517, Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Bananas, from 
Georgetown, S.C., to points in Charlotte, 
Goldsboro, Hickory, Winston-Salem, 
Raleigh, N.C., Columbia and Greenville, 
S.C., and Richmond, Va. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed uecessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbia, 
S.C., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 118457 (Sub-No. 12), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: ROBBINS 
DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, INC., W145 
S6550 Tess Corners Drive, Muskego, Wis. 
53510. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard C. Alexander, 710 North Plankinton 


Avenue, Milwaukee. Wis. 53203. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting : Cheese and cheese 
products, (1) from the plantsite and 
warehouse facilities of Pauly Cheese Co., 
Inc., at Green Bay, Wis., to points in 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, and 
the lower Peninsula of Michigan; and (2) 
from the plantsite and warehouse facili¬ 
ties of Lemke Cheese Company, Inc., at 
Wausau, Wis., to points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Ohio, and the lower Peninsula of 
Michigan. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant does not specify location. 

No. MC 118457 (Sub-No. 13). filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: ROBBINS 
DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, INC., W145 
S6550 Tess Comers Drive, Muskego, 
Wis. 53150. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard C. Alexander, 710 North Plan¬ 
kinton Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Frozen foods, 
(a) from the plantsite and warehouses of 
Rich Products Corp., located at or near 
Appleton, Wis., to St. Louis, Mo.. Louis¬ 
ville, Ky.. and points in Indiana, Illinois. 
Ohio, and the Lower Peninsula of Michi¬ 
gan; (b) from the plantsites and facili¬ 
ties utilized by Green Giant Co., located 
in Wisconsin, to Belvidere and Chicago, 
Ill.; and (c) from the plantsite and facil¬ 
ities of Green Giant Co., located at Bel¬ 
videre, Ill., to points in Wisconsin and the 
Upper Peninsula of Michigan; and (2) 
frozen and processed potatoes and potato 
products, from points in Portage County, 
Wis., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, Ohio, and the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Milwau¬ 
kee, Wis. 

No. MC 118883 (Sub-No. 3). filed 
March 29, 1974. Applicant: VAN E. 
HAMLETT, Osage Street, P.O. Box 8009, 
Nashville, Tenn. 37207. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Don R. Byinkley, 500 Court 
Square Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37201. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer, and 
pesticides in containers when moving 
with fertilizer, (1) between points in 
Davidson and Gibson Counties, Tenn., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Alabama, on, north, and west of a 
line beginning at the intersection of U.S. 
Highway 78 and the Mississippi-Alabama 
State Boundary line, thence over U.S. 
Highway 78 to the intersection of U.S. 
Highway 78 and U.S. Highway 278, 
thence over U.S. Highway 278 to the 
intersection of U.S. Highway 411, thence 
over U.S. Highway 411 to the Alabama- 
Georgia State Boundary line; (2) be¬ 
tween points in Davidson and Gibson 
Counties, Tenn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Kentucky on and 
west of a line beginning at the intersec¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 75 and the 
Tennessee-Kentucky State Boundary 
line; thence over Interstate Highway 75 


to the Kentucky-Ohio State Boundary 
line; and (3) between points in David¬ 
son and Gibson Counties, Tenn., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Georgia on and north of a line formed 
by the southern boundaries of Floyd, 
Bartow, Cherokee, Dawson, Lumpkin, 
White, Habersham, and Stephens Coun¬ 
ties, Ga.; and (4) from points in Colbert 
County, Ala., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Tennessee and Ken¬ 
tucky. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 116204 Subs 9 and 10. there¬ 
fore dual operations may be Involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Nashville. Tenn., or 
Louisville, Tenn. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 108>, filed 
April 22,1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street, Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth Street NW., Washington, D C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Paper 
and paper products, from the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation at or near 
Aurora. Ill., to points in Mississippi, 
Missouri, Tennessee, Kansas, Arkansas, 
Kentucky, Indiana, Pennsylvania, Michi¬ 
gan, Ohio, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and 
Iowa; and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies (except in bulk) used in the 
production or distribution of paper and 
paper products, from points in the states 
named in (1) above, to the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation at or near 
Aurora, Ill., restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Georgia- 
Pacific Corporation. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-125664. therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it .be 
held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 109), filed 
April 22,1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street. Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, from the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation 
at or near Muncie, Ind., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies (except in bulk) used in the 
production or distribution of paper and 
paper products, from destination points 
in (1) above, to the facilities of Georgia- 
Pacific Corporation at or near Muncie, 
Ind., restricted to the transportation of 
shipments originating at or destined to 
the facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corpo¬ 
ration at or near Muncie, Ind. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-125664, therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be Involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago, m. 
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No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 110). filed 
April 22,1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC.. 130 South Frederick Street, Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson. Jr., 919 
18th Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, from the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation 
at or near Chicago Heights, Ill., to points 
in Mississippi. Missouri. Tennessee, Ken¬ 
tucky, Indiana, Pennsylvania, Michigan, 
Arkansas. Ohio, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Iowa, and Kansas: and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies (except in bulk), 
used in the production and distribution 
of paper and paper products, from des¬ 
tination points in (1) above, to the fa¬ 
cilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation, 
at or near Chicago Heights. HI., re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation, 
at or near Chicago Heights. Ill. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC-i25664. therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago. HI. 

No .MC 118959 (Sub-No. Ill), filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS, 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street, Cape 
Girardeau. Mo. 63701. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson. Jr.. 919 
18th Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper, paper products, plastic film, 
wrappers and labels, from the facilities 
of Georgia-Pacific Corporation at or 
near Norwood and Cincinnati. Ohio, to 
points in and east of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska. Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa. and Texas; and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies (except in bulk), 
used in the production and distribution 
of paper, paper products, plastic film, 
wrappers and labels, from destination 
points in (1) above, to facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation, at or near 
Norwood and Cincinnati, Ohio, restricted 
to the transportation of shipments origi¬ 
nating at or destined to the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation, at or near 
Norwood and Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 125664, therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 112), filed 
April 23. 1974. Applicant: JERRY LIPPS. 
INC., 130 South Frederick Street. Cape 
Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson. Jr.. 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, from the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation 
at or near Lockport. HI., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 


Hawaii); and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies (except in bulk) used in the 
production or distribution of paper and 
paper products, from destination points 
named in (1) above, to the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation at or near 
Lockport, HI., restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Georgia- 
Pacific Corporation at or near Lock- 
port. HI. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 125664. therefore dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Chicago, IU. 

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 113), filed 
April 23, 1974. Applicant: JERRY 

LIPPS, INC., 130 South Frederick Street, 
Cape Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant’s 
representative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
919 Eighteenth Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, from the fa¬ 
cilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation at 
or near Monticello, Iowa, to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies (except in bulk) used in the 
production or distribution of paper and 
paper products, from destination points 
named in (1) above, to the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation at or near 
Monticello, Iowa, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Georgia-Pa¬ 
cific Corporation at or near Monticello, 
Iowa. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract authority 
in MC-125664, therefor© dual operations may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 119738 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
March 26, 1974. Applicant: HAGGARD 
HEAVY HAULING. INC., 2100 Guinotte, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64120. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Louis J. Amato, 1301 Am¬ 
bassador Building, St. Louis, Mo. 63101. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, from Staunton. HI., and Hazel¬ 
wood, Mo., to points in Arkansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Missis¬ 
sippi, North Dakota. South Dakota, and 
Minnesota. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo., or Kansas City. Kans. 

No. MC 119767 (Sub-No. 315), filed 
April 25. 1974. Applicant: BEAVER 

TRANSPORT CO., a Corporation, P.O. 
Box 186, Pleasant Prairie, Wis. 53158. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 666 11th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20001. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs (except in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from points in the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, to points in Hli- 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Minne¬ 
sota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wisconsin. 


Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, appUc&nt 
requests it be held at Chicago, HI. 

* No. MC 119774 (Sub-No. 77), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation. 
301 E. Main Street, P.O. Box 471, Kilgore. 
Texas 75662. Applicant’s representative: 
Bernard H. English, 6270 Firth Road. 
Fort Worth, Texas 67116. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel articles as 
described in Appendix V of the Commis¬ 
sion's Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer¬ 
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 restricted against 
the transportation of commodities as de¬ 
scribed in MERCER EXTENSION-Oil 
Field Commodities 74 MCC 459, from the 
plantsite and storage facilities of C. F. & 
I. Steel Corporation at, or near Pueblo. 
Colo., to points in Arkansas, Kentucky. 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma. Ten¬ 
nessee, and Texas. 

Note. —Common control was approved in 
MC—P-11723. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary. applicant requests it be held at Den¬ 
ver, Colo., or Dallas. Texas. 

No. MC 120851 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: BLASCHKE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation. 
7720 Pinemont, P.O. Box 40527, Houston. 
Tex. 77040. Applicant's representative: 
Joe G. Fender. 802 Houston First Sav¬ 
ings Building. Houston, Texas 77002. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (l)(a) Iron and 
steel articles originating at the plantsite 
and facilities of Chaparral Steel Com¬ 
pany at or near Midlothian, Tex., to 
point in Louisiana, Arkansas. Oklahoma. 
New Mexico, Kansas, and Mississippi; 

(1) (b) iron and steel scrap from points 
in Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, Kansas, and Mississippi, to the 
plantsite and facilities of Chaparral Steel 
Company at or near Midlothian. Tex.: 

(2) machinery , equipment, materials and 
supplies used in, or in connection with, 
the discovery, development, production, 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor¬ 
age. transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and byproducts; and machin¬ 
ery. materials, equipment and supplies 
used in, or in connection with, the con¬ 
struction, operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe¬ 
lines, including the stringing and picking 
up thereof; and pipe for use other than 
oilfield, between points in Texas; (3) 
tractors, drag lines, bulldozers, industrial 
machines, heavy machinery, graders and 
construction equipment ,'when not mov¬ 
ing as oilfield equipment, subject to the 
following restriction: The operations in 
paragraph 3 are restricted to (a) com¬ 
modities which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment or 
handling, or (b) self-propelled articles, 
transported on trailers between points in 
Texas and (4) iron and steel articles be¬ 
tween Houston, Galveston, Laredo, and 
Eagle Pass, Tex., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Texas. 
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Note. —Applicant seeks to convert its Cer¬ 
tificate of Registration in paragraphs 2. 3, 
and 4, to Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary. the applicant requests it be held at 
Dallas or Houston, Tex. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 174), filed 
April 26. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso. Ind. 
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert W. Sawyer (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Roofing 
and flooring materials, from East Chi¬ 
cago, Ind., to points in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Wyoming. Colorado, 
Kansas, Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas. Alabama, 
and Mississippi. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill., 
or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 175), filed 
April 26. 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind. 
46383. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert W. Sawyer (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Convey¬ 
ors, elevators, and parts and accessories 
thereof, from the plantsites or ware¬ 
houses of Kolman Division, A they Prod¬ 
ucts Corporation, located in Minnehaha 
County, S. Dak., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
< except Alaska and Hawaii >. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Sioux Palls. 
S. Dak., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 123993 i Sub-No. 34), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: FOGLEMAN 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 1504, 
Crowley, La. 70526. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Austin L. Hatchell. 1102T Perry 
Brooks Bldg., Austin, Tex. 78701. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am¬ 
monia. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Texas City, Tex., to points in Louisiana. 

Note. —Dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Houston, Tex., 
Baton Rouge, La., or New Orleans. La. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 593). filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation. 611 
South 28th Street. Milwaukee. Wis. 53246. 
Applicant’s representative: Richard H. 
Prevette (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) (a) Commod¬ 
ities which, because of size, weight, or 
shape, require the use of special equip¬ 
ment or special handling: and (b) at¬ 
tachments, parts, machinery, materials, 
and supplies, related to the commodities 
named in Part <l)(a) and moving in 
connection therewith: (2) self-propelled 


articles, each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, and related machinery, tools, parts , 
and supplies, moving in connection 
therewith; and (3) commodities which 
because of size, weight, or shape, do not 
require the use of special equipment or 
special handling when transported as 
part of the same shipment with either 

(a) comomdities which because of size, 
weight, or shape, require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment or special handling, or 

(b) self-propelled articles each weighing 
15,000 pounds or more, from Escanaba, 
Mich., and Milwaukee, Wis., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) and (4) equipment, materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
commodities in Parts 1, 2, and 3 (except 
commodities in bulk). from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii), to Escanaba, Mich., and Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-113832 (Sub-No. 68), 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Milwaukee. Wis., or 
Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 245), filed 
April 17. 1974. Applicant : HILT TRUCK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 988, D.T.S., Omaha, 
Nebr. 68101 Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas L. Hilt (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificate, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 «except hides and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles) 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
utilized by American Beef Packers. Inc., 
at or near Cactus (Moore County), Tex.. 
to points in Kentucky. Ohio, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee, 
restricted to traffic originating at, and 
destined to, the named points. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha. Nebr.. or Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. 124221 (Sub-No. 45). filed April 22, 
1974. Applicant: HOWARD BAER, P.O. 
Box 27, Morton, Ill. 61550. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert W. Loser. 1009 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Vegetable fat, frozen desserts, water 
ices, and dairy products (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from the plant and 
warehouse facilities of Merritt Foods 
Company, Kansas City, Mo., to points in 
the United States in and east of Min¬ 
nesota. Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Merritt Foods Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis. 
Mo., Chicago. Ill. or Washington. D C. 


No. MC 125708 (Sub-No. 135), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: THUNDER- 
BIRD MOTOR FREIGHT LINES. INC., 
Highway 32 East, Crawfordsville, Ind. 
47933. Applicant’s representative: Don¬ 
ald W. Smith, Suite 2465 One Indiana 
Square, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Furnaces and com¬ 
ponent parts of furnaces when moving at 
the same time and on the same vehicle 
with furnaces, from points in the Min- 
neapolis-St. Paul. Minn., Commercial 
Zone, to points in Alabama, Arkansas. 
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland. Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey. New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio. Oklahoma. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas. Virginia, 
and West Virginia. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago. 
Ill., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 126539 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: KATUIN 

BROS, INC., 102 Terminal Street. P.O. 
Box 1127, Dubuque. Iowa 52001. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Carl E. Munson. 
469 Fischer Building. Dubuque. Iowa 
52001. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), as defined in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates 61 
M.C.C., 209 and 766, from the plantsite 
and # warehouse facilities of Wilson & 
Co..’Inc., at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, to points 
in Missouri, restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of traffic originating at the above 
named origins and destined to the named 
destinations. 

Note: —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-129135 (Sub-No. 2). there¬ 
fore dual operations may be Involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quest* it be held at Oklahoma City, Okia.. 
or Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 126600 (Sub-No. ID, filed 
April 8. 1974. Applicant: EHRSAM 

TRANSPORT, INC., 108 North Factory, 
Enterprise, Kans. 67441. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Bob W. Storey, 310 Colum¬ 
bian Title Building, 820 Quincy, Topeka. 
Kans. 66612. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Used electrical tram formers, 

electrical transformers, and parts 
thereof, reconditioned and allied line 
equipment, between points in Solomon, 
Kans. on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in Indiana, Illinois. Iowa, 
Virginia, California, Arizona, Colorado, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas, Missouri, 
Wyoming, Nebraska, Montana. New York, 
and Pennsylvania, under contract with 
Solomon Electric Supply, Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Topeka or 
Kansas City, Kans. 
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No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 75). filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: USHER 

TRANSPORT. INC., 3925 Old Benton 
Road, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Applicant’s 
representative: George M. Catlett. 703- 
706 McClure Building. Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt 
beverages, in containers, and related ad¬ 
vertising materials; from Milwaukee, 
Wis., Pabst, Ga.. and Peoria Heights, 
HI., to Toledo. Ohio, and empty malt 
beverage containers on return. 

Note. —It a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Toledo, 
Ohio, or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 76). filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: USHER 

TRANSPORT, INC., 3925 Old Benton 
Road, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Applicant’s 
representative: George M. Catlett, 703- 
706 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. 
40601. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages , in containers, and related ad¬ 
vertising materials, from St. Paul, 
Minn., and Frankenmuth, Mich., to To¬ 
ledo. Ohio, and empty malt beverage 
containers on return. 

Note. —If a hearing Ls deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Toledo 
Ohio, or Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 144), filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: HAGEN, INC., 
3232 Highway 75 North (P.O. Box 98, 
Leeds Sta.), Sioux City. Iowa 51108. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Joseph F. Har¬ 
vey (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs qnd 
restaurant supplies when moving in 
mixed shipments with foodstuffs, from 
Denver, Colo., to points in Iowa, Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Mich¬ 
igan. Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma. South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, restricted to 
traffic originating at the plantsite and 
facilities utilized by Mr. Steak at Den¬ 
ver, Colo., and destined to the named 
destination States. 

Note. —Common control was approved in 
MC-F-11806. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Den¬ 
ver, Colo. 

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 145), filed 
April 25, 1974. Applicant: HAGEN. INC., 
3232 Highway 75 North, P.O. Box 98 
Leeds Station, Sioux City, Iowa 51108. 
Applicant’s representative: Joseph W. 
Harvey (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier. by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Meat, meat 
products and meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the Report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from Denver, 
Colo., to points in Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Wisconsin, Ohio, 
Kansas, Texas, Kentucky, and Michigan. 


Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 128343 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
April 24. 1974. Applicant: C-LINE. INC., 
Tourtellot Hill Road. Chapachet, R.I. 
02814. Applicant’s representative: 
Ronald N. Cobert. 1730 M Street, Suite 
501. Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over iregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Aluminum wire and 
cable, from Portsmouth and Bristol. R.I., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies, used in the 
manufacture and distribution of alumi¬ 
num wire and cable, from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), to Portsmouth and Bristol, RJ., 
under contract with Kaiser Aluminum 
and Chemical Corporation, Inc. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved, 
if a hearing is deemed necessary. appUcant 
requests It be held at Providence, R.I. 

No. MC 128375 (Sub-No. 110), filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: CRETE CAR¬ 
RIER CORPORATION, P.O. Box 81228, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Duane W. Acklie (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tobacco products (except ciga¬ 
rettes) and related items, from Owens¬ 
boro, Ky., to points in Alaska, Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, Min¬ 
nesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Texas, Utah. Washington, and Wyoming, 
under conract with Liggett & Myers In¬ 
corporated. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Durham, 
N.C., or Lincoln, Nebr. 

No. MC 129600 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
April 25, 1974. AppUcant: POLAR 

TRANSPORT. INC., 176 King Street. 
Hanover, Mass. 02339. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court 
Square, Boston, Mass. 02108. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen onion rings made 
from diced fresh onions, when moving 
in mixed shipments with agricultural 
commodities exempt from economic reg¬ 
ulation under Section 203(b)(6) of the 
Act. from Boston, Gloucester, Lawrence, 
Brockton, and Worcester. Mass., to 
points in Alabama. Arkansas, Delaware. 
Florida. Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New 
York, North CaroUna, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. South CaroUna, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, under contract with Boston 
Bonnie, Inc. 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Boston, 
Mass. 

No. MC 133095 (Sub-No. 59), filed 
April 22. 1974. AppUcant: TEXAS CON¬ 
TINENTAL EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
434, Euless, Tex. 76039. Applicant’s rep¬ 


resentative: Rocky Moore (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides). from San Angelo, Tex., to points 
in Connecticut, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts. New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-136032. therefore dual 
operations may be Involved. If a hearing ls 
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it 
be held at DaUas, Tex. 

No. MC-133095 (Sub-No. 60), filed 
April 15, 1974. AppUcant: TEXAS CON¬ 
TINENTAL EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
434, Euless, Tex. 76039. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Rocky Moore (same address 
as appUcant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses , as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certi¬ 
ficates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides, and commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from the plantsite and storage 
faculties utilized by American Beef 
Packers, Inc., at or near Cactus (Moore 
County), Tex., to points in Kentucky. 
Ohio, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala¬ 
bama. West Virginia, Virginia, Maryland, 
Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Connecticut, Rhode Island. 
Vermont, Ntew Hampshire, Massachu¬ 
setts, Maine, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia. restricted to traffic originating at. 
and destined to, the above-named points. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-136032. therefore dual 
operations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 133145 (Sub-No. 2). filed 
April 18, 1974. AppUcant: THE POR- 
TANOVA TRUCKING CO., INC., 114 
Teller Road, Trumbull. Conn. 06611. Ap¬ 
pUcant’s representative: WiUiam J. 
Meuser. 86 Cherry Street, P.O. Box 507. 
Milford, Conn. 06460. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber and building materials. Be¬ 
tween Waterbury, Conn., and Somers, 
N.Y.: From Waterbury, Conn., over In¬ 
terstate Highway 84 to Brewster, N.Y., 
thence south on U.S. Highway 202 to 
Somers. N.Y., and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior movement by raff. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Hartford, Conn., or 
New York, N.Y, 

No. MC 133207 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
April 19. 1974. Applicant: COURIER EX¬ 
PRESS CORPORATION, 440 Domino 
Court, Charlotte. N.C. 28201. Applicant’s 
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representative: William F. King, Suite 
301, Tavern Square, 421 King Street. 
Alexandria, Va. 22314. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commercial vipers, documents and 
written instruments (except currency 
and negotiable securities) as are used in 
the business of banks and banking in¬ 
stitutions, between points in North 
Carolina, under contract or contracts 
with banks and banking institutions. 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
Applicant holds common carrier authority in 
MC-133203, therefore dual operations may be 
Involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Richmond, 
Va., or Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC-133233 (Sub-No. 28* (Amend¬ 
ment), filed March 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register issue of April 18, 
1974, and republished as amende d thi s 
issue. Applicant: CLARENCE L. WER¬ 
NER, doing business as WERNER EN¬ 
TERPRISES, 805 32nd Avenue. P.O. Box 
831, Council Bluffs, Iowa 51501. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: D. L. Ehrlich 
«same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, lumber products, 
and building materials, as described in 
Appendix VI to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209, from points in Colorado, Montana, 
and Wyoming, to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Texas, Wisconsin, and Wyoming (except 
from Alton, Wyo., to points in Nebraska 
and Council Bluffs, Iowa), under a con¬ 
tinuing contract with Edward Hines 
Lumber Co. 

Note. —The purpose of this republicstion 
Is to indicate the substitution of Edward 
Hines Lumber Co. as the contracting shipper, 
in lieu of William T. Joyce Company. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, appUcant re¬ 
quests it be held at Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 133330 (Sub-No. 6). filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: HALVOR 
LINES, INC., 325 Lake Ave. South, Du¬ 
luth, Minn. 55802. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Andrew R. Clark, 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Snowmo- 
biles, sportswear, trailers, and parts, sup¬ 
plies, accessories arid advertising and 
promotional materials for snowmobiles 
and trailers, (1) from points in Duluth, 
Minn., and from points on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada located at New York, 
Michigan, and Minnesota, to points in 
Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, West Virginia, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee, and (2) from 
points in Idaho Falls, Idaho, to points in 
Duluth, Minn., under contract with Bom¬ 
bardier Corporation and Bombardier 
Limited. 

Note. —if a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneap¬ 
olis, Minn. 


No. MC 133531 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: WALTHILL 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a Corporation, 
W&lthUl, Nebr. 68067. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Patrick E. Quinn, 605 South 
14th Street, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, 
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: d) Sprayer tanks, from Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak., Itasca, HI., Albertville, Ala., and 
Columbus, Ohio, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), and 
(2) pumps , from Memphis, Tenn., to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii), under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Campbell 
Manufacturing Company, Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 134182 (Sub-No. 23), filed 
April 19. 1974. Applicant: MILK PRO¬ 
DUCERS MARKETING COMPANY, a 
Corporation, doing business as ALL- 
STAR TRANSPORTATION, P.O. Box, 
Second and West Turnpike Rd.. Law¬ 
rence, Kans. 66044. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Lucy Kennard Bell, Suite 910 
Fairfax Bldg.. 101 W. 11th Street, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64105. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat by-products 
and articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the packing¬ 
house facilities of Seitz Foods, Incorpo¬ 
rated, at or near St. Joseph. Mo., to Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., and its Commercial Zone as 
defined by the Commission; Knoxville. 
Tenn.; and East Point and Atlanta, Ga. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Kansas City, 
Mo. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 57). filed 
March 6, 1974. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 5 West Men- 
dota Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas 
Fischbach (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
defined in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and warehouse 
faculties of WUson & Co., Inc., located at 
or near Albert Lea, Minn,, to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York. Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver¬ 
mont, and Virginia, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the above-named origins and destined to 
the named destinations. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn., or Chicago, HI. 


No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 60). filed 
AprU 22, 1974. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 5 West Men- 
dota Road. West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas 
Fischbach (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, from 
the faculties utilized by Land OLakes, 
Inc., in Minnesota and Wisconsin to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Maryland. Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey. New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island. Vermont, Virginia. 
West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Mlnneapolis- 
St. Paul, Minn., or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 134783 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
AprU 12, 1974. Applicant: DIRECT 

SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 786, Plainview, 
Tex. 79072. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles J. Kimball, 2310 Colorado State 
Bank Building, 1600 'Broadway, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses as described in Sections A 
and C of Appendix I to the Report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from 
Pampa, Tex., to points in Wisconsin. Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana. Michigan, Ohio. Kentucky. 
Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Maine, California, and the District of 
Columbia. 

Note. —Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held at 
Milwaukee, Wls. 

No. MC 134922 (Sub-No. 75), filed 
AprU 12, 1974. Applicant: B. J. Mc- 
ADAMS, INC., Route 6, Box 15, North 
Little Rock, Ark. 72118. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. C. Cypert (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs (except in bulk), in ve¬ 
hicles equipped with mechanical refrig¬ 
eration, from points in Bergen, Essex, 
and Hudson Counties, N.J., New York. 
N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., to points 
in Arkansas. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Little 
Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 135861 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
AprU 12, 1974. Applicant: LISA MOTOR 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 4550, 28th & N. 
Main Street, Fort Worth, Tex. 76116. 
Applicant’s representative: BUly R. Reid, 
6108 Sharon Road, Fort Worth, Tex. 
76116. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
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of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides, and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plantsite and storage facilities 
utilized by American Beef Packers, Inc., 
at or near Cactus (Moore County), Tex., 
to points in Virginia, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware. New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Connecticut, Rhode Island. Massa¬ 
chusetts, and the District of Columbia, 
under contract with American Beef 
Packers. Inc., restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at or destined to, the named 
points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Port 
Worth or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 136052 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: SECURITY 
CARRIERS, INC., 6210 River Road cP.O. 
Box 3368>, Amarillo, Tex. 79106. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Harold H. Pike 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products , 

meat by-products, and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), from the plant- 
site and storage facilities utilized by 
American Beef Packers, Inc., located at 
or near Cactus (Moore County), Tex., to 
points in Ohio, West Virginia. Virginia, 
Maryland, Delaware. New Jersey. New 
York. Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, New Hampshire. 
Massachusetts. Maine, and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at, and destined to, the above 
named points. 

Note. —Dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha. Nebr., or 
Amarillo, Tex. 

No. MC 136315 (Sub-No. 3) (CORREC¬ 
TION) . filed March 15. 1974, published in 
the Federal Register issue of May 2, 
1974, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: OLEN BURRAGE 
TRUCKING. INC., Route 9. Box 22-A, 
Philadelphia, Miss. 39350. Applicant's 
representative: Donald B. Morrison, 717 
Deposit Guaranty Bank Bldg., P.O. Box 
22628, Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber and forest prod¬ 
ucts, treated or untreated, from points 
in Lamar County, Ala., and Calhoun and 
Neshoba Counties, Miss., to points in 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, New York, North 
Carolina. Vermont, New Hampshire. Del¬ 
aware. Maryland, Virginia, South Caro¬ 
lina, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 123905 Subs 5 and 15. and 
desires to retain certain contracts if ap¬ 
proved. therefore, applicant seeks approval of 
dual operations. The purpose of this re¬ 
publication is to correct the applicant rep¬ 


resentative’s address, which was previously 
published in error. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Jackson, Miss. 

No. MC 136342 <Sub-No. 3), filed April 
19. 1974. Applicant: JACKSON & JOHN¬ 
SON. INC., West Church Street, Box 7. 
Savannah, N.Y. 13146. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: S. Michael Richards, 44 
North Avenue, P.O. Box 225, Webster, 
N.Y. 14580. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Malt beverages, from Radisson, N.Y., to 
points in Connecticut, Maine, Massachu¬ 
setts. New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York. Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont, and (2) materials, supplies , and 
equipment used in the manufacture, sale, 
and distribution of malt beverages, from 
points in Connecticut, Maine, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont, to Radisson. N.Y., under con¬ 
tract or contracts with Joseph Schlitz 
Brewing Company. Inc. 

Note. —Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC-134197, therefore, dual op¬ 
erations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be 
held at Syracuse, N.Y., or Buffalo. N.Y. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 55). filed 
April 17, 1974. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Room 205, 
3033 Excelsior Blvd., Minneapolis, Minn. 
55416. Applicant’s representative: K. O. 
Petrick (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts. meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles). from the plant- 
site and storage facilities utilized by 
American Beef Packers. Inc., at or near 
Cactus (Moore County), Tex., to points 
in California, Alabama, Georgia. Florida. 
North Carolina, South Carolina, North 
Dakota. South Dakota, Nebraska, Kan¬ 
sas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, and Illi¬ 
nois. restricted to traffic originating at 
the named plantsite and storage facili¬ 
ties and destined to the named destina¬ 
tion points. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 138018 (Sub-No. ID, filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED FOODS. INC., 1420 33rd Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80205. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Arlyn L. Westergran. 7100 
West Center Road. Omaha, Neor. 68106. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meat, meat 
products, meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses (ex¬ 
cept hides, and commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles). as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the 
plantsite of and storage facilities utilized 


by American Beef Packers, Inc., at or 
near Cactus (Moore County), Tex., to 
points in California, Colorado, Nebraska. 
Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Illinois, restricted to traffic originating 
at, and destined to the named points. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Denver. 
Colo., or Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 138304 (Sub-No. 9>. filed April 
25. 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL PACK¬ 
ERS EXPRESS, INC., 29 South LaSalle 
Street, Suite 330. Chicago, Ill. 60603. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Craig B. Sher¬ 
man (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages, 
malt beverage dispensing equipment and 
advertising materials and supplies (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk), from New 
York, N.Y.; Hoboken, and Newark, N.J.; 
Philadelphia, Pa.; and Wilmington, Del.; 
to points in Nevada. New Mexico, Ari¬ 
zona, Washington, California, Utah, Ore¬ 
gon, and Idaho. 

Note.*— -If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill., New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 138530 (Sub-No. 11>, filed 
April 10. 1974. Applicant: C. O. P. 
TRANSPORT. INC., 307 South High 
Street, Cortland. Ohio 44410. Applicant s 
representative: Warren R. Keck III, 28 
South Second Street. Greenville. Pa. 
16125. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Copper 
and copper alloy, material used in the 
manufacture of copper and copper alloy. 
from points in Eminence, Ky.. to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas. Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Iowa. Louisi¬ 
ana, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missis¬ 
sippi, Missouri. New Jersey, New York. 
North Carolina, Oklahoma, Pennsylva¬ 
nia. Rhode Island. South Carolina, Tex¬ 
as, Virginia, and Wisconsin, under con¬ 
tract with Hussey Metals Division Cop¬ 
per Range Company. Eminence, Ky. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Pittsburgh, 
Pa.. Washington, D.C., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 138530 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
April 18. 1974. Applicant: C. O. P. 
TRANSPORT, INC., 307 South High 
Street, Cortland. Ohio 44410. Applicant’s 
representative: Warren R. Keck III, 28 
South Second Street. Greenville, Pa. 
16125. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Machin¬ 
ery, strip mining, walking drag lines, 
mining and construction excavator 
shovels, stripping shovels, blast hole 
drills, steel forgings, castings, machinery 
parts, strip mining parts, walking drag 
line parts, mining and excavator shovel 
parts, drill parts and acccessories thereof, 
iron and steel used in the manufacture 
of above parts, and vendor products used 
in the manufacture and processing of 
products produced and shipped by cus¬ 
tomer, between the plant site of Marion 
Power Shovel Co., Inc., Marion, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
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points In Kentucky. Missouri, and Ten¬ 
nessee. under contract with Marion 
Power Shovel Co., Inc., Marion, Ohio. 

Notk. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, Pittsburgh, Pa., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 138635 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
April 10, 1974. Applicant: CAROLINA 
WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., 650 East- 
wood Drive, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John R. Sims, Jr., 
Suite 600, 1707 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electric heat in panels and I or strips , 
circuit breakers, panels, switches, con¬ 
trollers, transformers weighing less than 
1,200 pounds each and parts thereof, 
from points in York County, S.C., to 
ooints in California and Denver, Colo., 
restricted to traffic moving in logistic 
trailers. 

Note.—A pplicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC-136464 Sub-No. 2. therefore 
dual operations may be Involved. If a hear¬ 
ing Is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC 138804 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 26, 1974. Applicant: GLEN E. DOR- 
RITY, doing business as GLEN E. 
DORRITY TRUCKING. 1540 Standiford 
St., Modesto, Calif. 95350. Applicant’s 
representative: Glen E. Dorrity (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paving materials, rock and sand, in 
bulk, in dump trucks, from points in 
Lyon and Ormsby Counties, Nev., to 
points in Alpine, Amador, and El Dorado 
Counties, Calif. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Carson 
City or Reno, Nev. 

No. MC 138878 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: JOHN S. WAT¬ 
SON, doing business as JOHN S. WAT¬ 
SON TRUCKING COMPANY, Route 2, 
Box 94, Weston, W. Va. 26452. Applicant’s 
representative: John M. Friedman, 2930 
Putnam Avenue, Hurricane, W. Va. 
25526. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Brick 
and related clay products , from Weston, 
W. Va., to points in New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Ohio, Virginia, and Kentucky, (2) 
timbers, cants and railroads ties, wooden, 
from Sutton, W. Va., and points in Roane 
County, W. Va., to points in Kentucky, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, New York, 
and North Carolina. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Charles¬ 
ton, W. Va., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 138946 (Sub-No. 2) (CORREC¬ 
TION) , filed February 19,1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue of April 4, 
1974, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: MARKET INDUS¬ 
TRIES, LTD., Boise Cascade Bldg., Room 
927,1600 S.W. 4th, Portland, Oreg. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Philip G. Slofstad, 
3076 E. Burnside, Portland, Oreg. 97214. 


Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Beer and malt 
beverages and commodities otherwise 
exempt from economic regulations under 
Section 203, (B)(6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, when moving in mixed 
shipments with beer and malt beverages; 
from Van Nuys and Los Angeles, Calif., 
to Portland, and Beaverton, Oreg., and 
(2), return of empty containers , under 
contract with Columbia Distributing 
Company, Portland Distributing Com¬ 
pany, and Maletis, Inc. 

Note. —The purpose of this correction Is to 
indicate the addition of a contracting shipper 
Portland Distributing company, erroneously 
omitted in the previous publication. Common 
control may be involved. If a bearing is 
deemed necessary, the appUcant requests it 
be held at Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 139113 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
April 23, 1974. Applicant: BRUNDIDGE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 187, 
Brundidge, Ala. 36010. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 919 
Eighteenth Street NW., Suite 425, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Mayonnaise, salad dressing and 
salad dressing products, mustard , ketsup, 
jelly, tartar sauce, gelatin and gelatin 
products, from the facilities of Brun¬ 
didge Foods, Inc., at St. Augustine, Fla., 
to points in and east of Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas 
(except Maine, Vermont, and New Hamp¬ 
shire) : and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of items named in (1) above, 
from points in and east of Minnesota, 
Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, and 
Texas (except Maine, Vermont, and New 
Hampshire), to the facilities of Brun¬ 
didge Foods, Inc., at St. Augustine, Fla.; 
(a f restricted to the transportation of 
traffic under continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Brundidge Foods, Inc.; (b) 
restricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments originating at or destined to the 
facilities of the named shipper; and (c) 
restricted against the transportation of 
shipments in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Montgomery, 
Ala., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139307 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
April 18, 1974. Applicant: GREGG 

TRUCKING. INC., 523 South Washing¬ 
ton, Crookston, Minn. 56716. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles E. Johnson, 425 
Gate City Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Paper and 
paper products, from Fargo, N. Dak., to 
points in Minnesota, South Dakota, 
Montana, and North Dakota; and (2) 
equipment, material, and supplies used 
in or in connection with the manufacture 
of paper and paper products, between 
Fargo, N. Dak., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Minnesota, South 
Dakota, Montana, and North Dakota, 


under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Hoemer Waldorf Corporation. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Fargo, N. 
Dak., or St. Paul-Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 139532 (Sub-No. 2\ filed 
April 18,1974. Applicant: MERLIN MAR¬ 
TIN MOVING AND STORAGE, INC., 
1306 South Jefferson, Wadena, Minn. 
56482. Applicant’s representative: James 
B. Hovland, 425 Gate City Build¬ 
ing, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Used household goods, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
in containers beyond the points author¬ 
ized, and further restricted to the per¬ 
formance of pick-up and delivery service 
in connection with packing, crating, con¬ 
tainerization or unpacking, uncrating, or 
decontainerization of such traffic, be¬ 
tween points in Minnesota. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at St. Paul or 
Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 139620 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
April 1, 1974. Applicant: LOU COOLEY, 
doing business as LOU COOLEY & COM¬ 
PANY. 12817 Bittick Drive. Bridgeton, 
Mo. 63044. Applicant’s representative: 
Dorothy Cooley (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Human 
blood, tissues and other specimens for 
clinical laboratory testing as an aid in 
diagnosis and treating human illnesses 
and reports Incidental thereto, between 
points in St. Louis County, Mo., and those 
points in Illinois on and south of U.S. 
Highway 36, including the St. Louis. Mo.- 
East St. Louis, Ill., Commercial Zone, 
under a continuing contract with Clinical 
Laboratories of St. Louis, at Creve Coeur, 
Mo. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant does not specify a location. 

No. MC 139642 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
April 24, 1974. Applicant: BAMA 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
2745 E. 11th Street. Tulsa, Okla. 74104. 
Applicant’s representative: Lawrence A. 
Winkle, 4645 N. Central Expressway, Dal¬ 
las, Tex. 75205. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen pies and frozen bakery goods from 
Tulsa, Okla. to points in the United 
States (except Alaska, Hawaii and Okla¬ 
homa) ; and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the production of 
frozen bakery goods from points in the 
United States (except Alaska, Hawaii and 
Oklahoma) to Tulsa, Okla., restricted to 
the traffic originating at or destined to 
the plantsite and storage facilities of 
Bama Pie, Inc. at Tulsa, Okla. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Oklahoma 
City, Okla., or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 139666 (Sub-No. 2>, filed 
April 25,1974. Applicant: AICRAG COR- 
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PORTATION, 2721 SW. Plum Ct., Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 97219. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank E. Larwood, 4786 SW. 
Elm Lane, Portland, Oreg. 97221. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General Commodi¬ 
ties (except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles). between Portland Interna¬ 
tional Airport, Oreg., and Seattle- 
Tacoma International Airport, Wash., 
restricted to traffic having an immediate 
prior or subsequent movement by air, 
under contract with Flying Tiger Line. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Portland, 
Oreg., or Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 139684, filed April 5, 1974. 
Applicant: NELLIS BUILDING MA¬ 
TERIALS. INC., 2560 North Nellis Boule¬ 
vard, Las Vegas. Nev. 89110. Applicant’s 
representative: Raymond E. Sutton, 325 
South Third Street, Suite 3, Las Vegas, 
Nev. 89101. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Building materials (primarily wall 
board*, from Las Vegas, Nev., to Para¬ 
mount and Orange, Calif., under contract 
with Mission Stucco & Line Company. 
Paramount, Calif.; Thompson Building 
Materials, Inc., Orange, Calif.; and 
Campbell Tile, Las Vegas, Nev. 

Note. —If a hearing Ls deemed necessary, 
appUcant requests it be held at Las Vegas, 
Nev.. or Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 139687 (Sub-No. 2), filed April 
15, 1974. Applicant: H. G. MARTIN. P.O. 
Box 116. Maxville, Fla. 32265. Applicant’s 
representative: Sol H. Proctor. 1107 
Blackstone Building, Jacksonville, Fla. 
32202. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wood 
chips, in bulk, from points in Clay 
County, Fla., to points in Camden 
County, Ga., under contract with Coastal 
Lumber Co. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Jacksonville. 
Fla. 

No. MC 139692, filed April 15, 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: DELTA TRUCKING, INC., P.O. 
Box 1144, Stratford, Tex. 79084. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: E. R. Finney, 1100 
Plaza/One, Amarillo, Tex. 79101. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Ammoniated rice 
hulls, in bulk, from Stratford, Tex., to 
Ulysses, Kans.. and Boise City, Guymon, 
and Texhoma. Okla., under contract with 
International Cattle Systems, Boise City 
Feed Yards. Texas County Feed Yards, 
and Jones Feed Yards. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas or 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 139647 (Sub-No. 2), filed April 
25. 1974. Applicant: SHEPARD S GAS, 
INC., R.R. No. 2, Clinton, Ind. 47842. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Michael V. 
Gooch, 777 Chamber of Commerce Bldg., 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, and 
nitrogen solution, from the plantsite of 
Agrico Chemical Co., located approxi¬ 
mately one-lialf mile south of Hender¬ 
son, Ky.. to points in Posey, Gibson, 
Knox. Daviess, Sullivan, Hendricks, 
Fountain, Montgomery, Vermillion, Clay, 
and Greene Counties, Inc., under con¬ 
tract with Chemicals-Fertilizer Services, 
Inc. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139740, filed April 18. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: KNEELAND BROTHERS. INC., 
51 Weathersfield Street, Rowley, Mass. 
01969. Applicant’s representative: David 
E. Harrison. Ill Maine Street, Glouces¬ 
ter. Mass. 01930. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities used for donuts and 
pastry including preserved fruit such as 
jam and jelly, sugar products and nut 
meats, from Boston, Mass., to Annapolis 
and Lanham, Md., under contract with 
H. A. Johnson Company. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Boston, 
Mass., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139749, filed April 18. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: JOSEPH L. LEEK, doing busi¬ 
ness as LEEK VAN & STORAGE CO., 
P.O. Box 576, Hopkinsville, Ky. 42240. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul F. Sulli¬ 
van. 711 Washington Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Used household goods, restricted to 
the transportation of traffic having prior 
or subsequent movement in containers 
beyond the points authorized, and fur¬ 
ther restricted to the performance of 
pickup and delivery service in connection 
with packing, crating, and containeriza¬ 
tion or unpacking, uncrating, and decon¬ 
tainerization of such traffic, between 
points in Christian, Todd, and Trigg 
Counties, Ky., and points in Montgom¬ 
ery, Stewart. Davidson, Robertson, and 
Cheatham Counties, Tenn. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Louis¬ 
ville. Ky.. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139768. filed April 24,1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: K. G. BROWN TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., 61 West Routzong 
Drive, Fairborn, Ohio 45224. Applicant’s 
representative: James R. Stiverson, 50 
West Broad Street, Columbus. Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment), in shipper- 
owned trailers, between points in Ohio 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with The Standard Oil Company of Ohio 
and its wholly-owned subsidiaries. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio. « 


No. MC 139770. filed April 24. 1974. 
AppUcant: WOOD TRUCKING. INC., 
P.O. Box 4065, Macon, Ga, 31208. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William Addams. 
Ste. 212, 5299 Roswell Road NE., Atlanta, 
Ga. 30342. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Crushed 
stone, in bulk, in dump trucks, from 
points in Jones County, Ga., to points in 
Florida in and north of Volusia, Lake. 
Sumter, and Citrus Counties. 

Note. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Atlanta. 
Ga. 

Passenger Application 

No. MC 139765, filed April 26, 1974. 
Applicant: MATIA LIMOUSINE SERV¬ 
ICE, INC., 3632 Stoneleigh Road, Cleve¬ 
land Heights, Ohio 44121. Applicant s 
representative: Lewis S. Witherspoon, 88 
East Broad Street, Suite 1330, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers. who are employees of Penn Cen¬ 
tral Transportation Company, limited to 
nine (9) passengers per vehicle, in special 
operations, between points in Ohio, on 
the one hand, and, on the other hand, 
points in Pennsylvania and New York, 
under contract w'ith Penn Central Trans¬ 
portation Company. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Cleveland. 
Ohio. 

Brokerage Application (s) 

No. MC-130241, filed April 15. 1974. 
Applicant: MT. McKINLEY ALASKA 
GLACIER TOURS, INC., 330 E Street. 
Anchorage. Alaska 99501. AppUcant’s 
representative: Robert M. Scott (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to engage in operation, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a broker at An¬ 
chorage, Alaska, to sell or offer to sell the 
transportation of individual passengers 
and groups of passengers and their bag¬ 
gage in charter operations, between 
points in Alaska. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at An¬ 
chorage, Alaska, or any other city in Alaska 

No. MC-130242, filed April 22. 1974. 
Applicant: WELCOME ABOARD OF 
DELAWARE, INC., doing business as 
WELCOME ABOARD VACATION CEN¬ 
TER, 1812 Marsh Road, Wilmington. 
Del. 19810. Applicant’s representative: 
Melvin L. Chew (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to engage in op¬ 
eration, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. as a broker at Wilmington, Del., to 
sell or offer to sell the transportation of 
passengers and their baggage in special 
or charter sendee, in round-trip, all ex¬ 
pense tours, by motor coach carrier ve¬ 
hicle, beginning and ending at Wilming¬ 
ton, Del., and extending to steamship 
passenger docks and international air¬ 
ports in the United States (including 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Wilming¬ 
ton, Del., or Philadelphia. Pa. 
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Water Carrier Application <s> 

No. W-104 (Sub-No. 26), filed April 9. 
1974. Applicant: UNION MECHLING 
CORP., One Oliver Plaza, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15222. Applicant’s representative: 
S. S. Eisen, 370 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10017. Authority sought to 
engage in operation, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
water, in the transportation of General 
Commodities, by non-self propelled ves¬ 
sels with the use of separate towing 
vessels and by towing vessels in the per¬ 
formance of general towage, between all 
points applicant is presently authorized 
to serve as a common carrier as set forth 
in Fourteenth Amended Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity in 
Docket No. W-104 served April 18, 1974, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, ports 
and points on the Kaskaskia River. 

Note. —Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. Prospective protes- 
tants are advised that the applicant wUl join 
the requested authority at the mouth of the 
Kaskaskia River with the authority it pres¬ 
ently holds in its Fourteenth Amended Cer¬ 
tificate W-104, served April 18. 1974. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. W-104 (Sub-No. 27), filed April 15, 
1974. Applicant: UNION MECHLING 
CORP., One Oliver Plaza, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15222. Applicant’s representative: 
S. S. Eisen. 370 Lexington Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 10017. Authority sought to 
engage in operation, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
water, in the transportation of Articles, 
exceeding 19 feet in height, or 12 feet in 
width or 90 feet in length, or 100 net 
tons in weight, component parts thereof, 
and related equipment, by non-propelled 
vessels with the use of separate towing 
vessels, between ports and points along 
the Alabama, Coosa, Mobile. Tombigbee, 
Warrior, and Black Warrior Rivers, in¬ 
cluding the Locust and Mulberry Forks 
of the Black Warrior River, and Short 
Creek, and their tributaries, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all ports and 
points Union Mechling is authorized to 
serve in common carriage under its cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
, sity in Docket W-104. 

Note. —Common control and dual opera¬ 
tions may be involved. Prospective protes- 
tants are advised that the applicant will Join 
the requested authority where applicable 
with the authority it presently holds in its 
Fourteenth Amended Certificate W-104, 
served April 18, 1974. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-12419 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

May 24,1974. 

The following publications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each ap¬ 
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plicant (on applications filed alter 
March 27, 1972) states that there will be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application), are governed 
by the new Special Rule 1100.247 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
December 3,1963, which became effective 
January 1,1964. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimately 
may be granted as a result of the appli¬ 
cations here noticed will not necessarily 
reflect the phraseology set forth in the 
application as filed, but also will elimi¬ 
nate any restrictions which are not ac¬ 
ceptable by the Commission. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 187) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION). filed October 2, 1973, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
January 4, 1974, and republished this 
issue. Applicant: GREYHOUND LINES, 
INC., Greyhound Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 
85077. Applicant’s representative: R. M. 
Hannon, 371 Market Street, San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 94106. An Order of the Com¬ 
mission, Operating Rights Board, dated 
May 3, 1974, and served May 20, 1974, 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require opera¬ 
tion by applicant, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of passengers and their 
baggage . in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, in special operations, between 
the junction of U.S. Highway 90 and 
Louisiana Highway 109 and Vinton, La., 
from the junction of U.S. Highway 90 
and Louisiana Highway 109 over Louisi¬ 
ana Highway 109 to junction State High¬ 
way 3063, and thence over State Highway 
3063 to Vinton, and return over the same 
route, serving the site of the Delta Downs 
Race Track near Vinton, La., as an inter¬ 
mediate point; that applicant is fit, will¬ 
ing, and able properly to perform such 
service and to conform to the require¬ 
ments of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions thereunder. The purpose of this 
republication is to include the site of the 
Delta Downs Race Track as a requested 
point of service. Because it is possible 
that other parties who have relied upon 
the notice of the application as pub¬ 
lished, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of proper 
notice of the authority described above, 
issuance of a certificate in this proceed¬ 
ing will be withheld for a period of 30 
days from the date of this publication of 
the authority actually granted, during 
which period any proper party in inter¬ 
est may file an appropriate petition for 
intervention or other relief in this pro¬ 
ceeding setting forth in detail the precise 
manner in which it has been so 
prejudiced. 

No. MC 106187 (Sub-No. 3) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed September 27, 1973, 
and published in the Federal Register 
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issue of November 29, 1973, and repub¬ 
lished this issue. Applicant: DAISY 
LINE, INC., 1209 Vincennes Street, New 
Albany, Ind. 47150. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Robert A. Kelso, 409 American 
Bank Building, New Albany, Ind. 47150. 
An Order of the Commission, Operating 
Rights Board, dated May 3, 1974, and 
served May 20, 1974, finds that the pres¬ 
ent and future public convenience and 
necessity require operation by applicant, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, and ex¬ 
press and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Jeffersonville. 
Ind., and Louisville, Ky., over U.S. High¬ 
way 3IE; that applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform such serv¬ 
ice and to conform to the requirements 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations 
thereunder. The purpose of this repub¬ 
lication is to show that there will be a 
regular-route operation between Jeffer¬ 
sonville, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., over 
U.S. Highway 31E. Because it is possible 
that other parties who have relied upon 
the notice of the application as pub¬ 
lished, may have an interest in and would 
be prejudiced by the lack of proper no¬ 
tice of the authority described above, is¬ 
suance of a certificate in this proceeding 
will be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of tills publication of the 
authority actually granted, during which 
period any proper party in interest may 
file an appropriate petition for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding 
setting forth in detail the precise man¬ 
ner in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 125162 (Sub-No. 5) (REPUB- 
LICATION), filed April 23, 1973, and 
published in the Federal Register issue 
of June 7, 1973, and republished this 
issue. Applicant: CROWN TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 3811 Broadway. Macon, Ga. 31206. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul M. 
Daniell, P.O. Box 872, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
A Report and Order of the Commission, 
Review Board Number 3, dated April 22, 
1974, and served May 20, 1974, finds that 
the present and future public conven¬ 
ience and necessity require operation by 
applicant, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes; (1) of 
brick, block, tile, and refractory materials 
(except in bulk), (a) between points in 
Georgia (except those in Baldwin 
County), on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Alabama. Florida, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee, 
and (b) from Macon, Ga., to Baltimore 
and Rocky Ridge, Md.; (2) of materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
the commodities set forth in (1) above 
(except in bulk), from Birmingham and 
Gadsden. Ala., to Macon, Ga.; (3) of 
silica sand, in containers, from Daven¬ 
port, Fla., to Macon, Ga.; and (4) of 
quartz gravel, in containers, from Hoff¬ 
man, N.C., to Macon, Ga.; that the au¬ 
thority granted in this report and appli¬ 
cant’s existing authority that it dupli¬ 
cates shall be construed as conferring 
only a single operating right; that ap¬ 
plicant is fit, willing, and able properly 
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to perform such service and to conform 
to the requirements of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations thereunder; Be¬ 
cause it is possible that other parties 
who have relied upon the notice of the 
application as published, may have an 
interest In and would be prejudiced by 
the lack of proper notice of the au¬ 
thority described above, issuance of 
a certificate in this proceeding will 
be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of this publication of the 
authority actually granted, during which 
period any proper party in interest may 
file an appropriate petition for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding 
setting forth in detail the precise man¬ 
ner in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 129629 (REPUBLICATION), 
filed August 2, 1972, and published in the 
Federal Register issue of September 20. 
1972, and republished this issue. Peti¬ 
tioner: PAUL L. RYAN, doing business 
as PAT RYAN. 3038 North Wilton 
Street, Chicago, HI. 60657. Petitioner’s 
representative: Robert E. Cleveland, 11 
South La Salle Street. Chicago, HI. 60603. 
An Order of the Commission, Review 
Board Number 3, dated April 25, 1974, 
and served May 14,1974, finds that modi¬ 
fication of the permit held by petitioner 
in No. MC-129629, issued July 18. 1972. 
so as to authorize the operation by peti¬ 
tioner, in interstate or foreign commerce, 
as a contract carrier by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, of (1) Carpet, car¬ 
pet materials, and uncrated furniture , 
between Chicago and Elk Grove Village, 
HI., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Milwaukee, Wis., restricted to a trans¬ 
portation service to be performed under 
a continuing contract or contracts, with 
Galaxy Carpet Mills, Inc., of Elk Grove 
Village, HI., and World Carpets, of Niles, 
HI., and (2) Carpet and carpet materials , 
between Chicago and Elk Grove Village, 
HI., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Milwaukee, Wis., restricted to a trans¬ 
portation service to be performed, under 
a continuing contract or contracts, with 
Venture Carpet, Inc., Barwick Carpet 
Distributors of Illinois, Inc., Majestic 
Carpet Mills. Inc., and Monarch Carpet 
Distributors of Hlinois. Inc., all of Elk 
Grove Village, HI., will be consistent with 
the public interest and the national 
transportation policy; that petitioner is 
fit, willing, and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re¬ 
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’6 rules and 
regulations thereunder. 

The purposes of this republication are 
(1) to delete Walton Rug and Furniture 
Co., and Carson Pirie Scott & Co., as 
shippers for which service can be per¬ 
formed, and (2) to add Venture Carpet 
Mills, and Barwick Carpet Distributors, 
both of Elk Grove Village, and Majestic 
Carpet and Monarch Carpet Distribu¬ 
tors, all of Chicago as additional ship¬ 
pers. Because it is possible that other 
parties who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may have 
an interest in and would be prejudiced 


by the lack of proper notice of the au¬ 
thority described above, issuance of a 
permit in this proceeding will be with¬ 
held for a period of 30 days from the date 
of this publication of the authority 
actually granted, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file an 
appropriate petition for intervention or 
other relief in this proceeding setting 
forth in detail the precise manner in 
which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC-130165 (REPUBLICATION). 
filed February 4, 1972, and published in 
the Federal Register issue of March 2, 
1972, and republished this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: MOLLTE J. BEARDSLEY, 65 
Northeast 27th Street, Miami, Fla. A De¬ 
cision and Order of the Commission, Di¬ 
vision 1, dated April 8, 1974, and served 
May 7, 1974, finds that Operation by 
applicant at Miami, Fla., as a broker in 
arranging for transportation by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, of passengers and their baggage, 
between points in the United States (in¬ 
cluding Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
to the transportation of passengers and 
their baggage, moving in round-trip 
tours beginning and ending at points in 
Broward, Dade, and Palm Beach Coun¬ 
ties. Fla.; that applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform such serv¬ 
ice and to conform to the requirements 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations 
thereunder. Because it is possible that 
other parties who have relied upon the 
notice of the application as published, 
may have an interest in and would be 
prejudiced by the lack of proper notice 
of the authority described above, issu¬ 
ance of a license in this proceeding will 
be withheld for a period of 30 days from 
the date of this publication of the au¬ 
thority actually granted, during which 
period any proper party in interest may 
file an appropriate petition for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding 
setting forth in detail the precise man¬ 
ner in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 136989 (Sub-No. 5) (REPUB¬ 
LICATION), filed August 17, 1973, and 
published in the Federal Register issue 
of October 26, 1973, and republished this 
issue. Applicant: R. F. BOX, doing busi¬ 
ness as R. F. BOX TRUCKING. 1401 
Dartmouth NE. t Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
87106. Applicant’s representative: Edwin 
E. Piper. Jr., 1115 Sims Building, Albu¬ 
querque. N. Mex. 87101. An Order of 
the Commission. Operating Rights 
Board, dated April 16, 1974, and served 
May 15. 1974, finds that operation by 
applicant, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of floor 
covering (except carpeting and rugs), 

(1) from the facilities of GAF Corpora¬ 
tion at or near Allentown, Pa., to points 
in Idaho, Montana, and Colorado (except 
those in Montezuma, La Plata, Archu¬ 
leta. Conejos, Costilla, and Las Animas 
Counties, Colo.), under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with GAF Corpora¬ 
tion, of South Bound Brook, N.J., and 

(2) from the plant site of GAF Corpora¬ 


tion at or near Allentown, Pa., to points 
in Utah and Colorado, under a continu¬ 
ing contract or contracts with L. D. 
Brinkman & Co., of Dallas, Tex., will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the national transportation policy; that 
applicant is fit, willing and able properly 
to perform such service and to conform 
to the requirements of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations thereunder. The 
purpose of this republication is to show 
that service in part (1) is to be per¬ 
formed under contract with GAF Cor¬ 
poration. Because it is possible that 
other parties who have relied upon the 
notice of the application as published, 
may have an interest in and would be 
prejudiced by the lack of proper notice 
of the authority described above, issu¬ 
ance of a permit in this proceeding will 
be withheld for a period of 30 days from 
the date of this publication of the au¬ 
thority actually granted, during which 
period any proper party in interest may 
file an appropriate petition for interven¬ 
tion or other relief in this proceeding 
setting forth in detail the precise manner 
in which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 2253 (Sub-No. 40) (CORREC¬ 
TION OF NOTICE OF FILING OF 
PETITION TO ELIMINATE AN OFF- 
ROUTE POINT SERVCE RESTRIC¬ 
TION). filed April 19, 1974. published 
in the Federal Register issue of May 15. 
1974, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Petitioner: CAROLINA FREIGHT 
CARRIERS CORPORATION. Highway 
150 East. P.O. Box 697, Cherryville, N.C. 
28021. Petitioner’s representative: W. C. 
Mauldin (same address as applicant). 
Petitioner holds a motor common carrier 
certificate in No. MC 2253 (Sub-No. 40), 
issued February 27, 1970, authorizing 
transportation, over regular routes, of 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, livestock, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment); (1) Between Kings Moun¬ 
tain, N.C., and New York, N.Y., serving 
the intermediate points of Gastonia. 
Belmont, Charlotte, Concord. Alber- 
marle, China Grove, Salisbury, Thomas- 
ville, Lexington. High Point, Greensboro, 
Burlington, Durham, Oxford, Troy, 
Biscoe, Carthage, Sanford, Raleigh, 
Franklinton, Henderson, and Kannap¬ 
olis, N.C., Richmond, Va., Baltimore and 
Havre de Grace, Md., Wilmington, Del.. 
Chester and Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Trenton and Newark, N.J.; and the off- 
route points of Lincolntown, Hickory, 
Maiden, Newton. .Mt. Holly, Statesville. 
Winston-Salem, Reidsville. and Chapel 
Hill, N.C., York, Norristown, West Ches¬ 
ter and Pittsburgh. Pa., Camden, Stan¬ 
ton, Bridgeton, Paterson, Bayonne, 
Jersey City, Perth Amboy, and Hoboken. 
N.J., Camden, Wyoming, and Houston, 
Del., Danville, Lynchburg, and Newport 
News. Va.. and Salisbury and Cumber¬ 
land. Md. 

(a) From Kings Mountain over U.S. 
Highway 29 via Salisbury, N.C., to 
Greensboro, N.C. (also from junction 
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U.S. Highway 29 and Alternate U.S. 
Highway 29 near Concord, N.C., over 
Alternate U.S. Highway 29 to junction 
U.S. Highway 29 near China Grove, 
N.C., and thence over U.S. Highway 29 
to Salisbury), thence over U.S. Highway 
70 to Durham, N.C., thence over U.S. 
Highway 15 to Oxford, N.C., thence over 
U.S. Highway 158 to Henderson, N.C., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to Balti¬ 
more, Md.. thence over U.S. Highway 40 
to junction U.S. Highway lb, thence over 
U.S. Highway 13 to Philadelphia. Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to New York, 
and return over the same routes; and (b) 
from Kings Mountain over U.S. High¬ 
way 29 to Charlotte. N.C., thence over 
North Carolina Highway 27 to Carthage. 
N.C., thence over U.S. Highway 15 to 
junction U.S. Highway 1, thence over 
U.S. Highway 1 to Henderson, N.C., 
thence to New York as specified above, 
and return over the same route; and (2) 
between Charlotte. N.C., and New York. 
N.Y., serving the intermediate and off- 
route points of Rocky Mount, Tarboro, 
Aberdeen, Fayetteville, New Bern, Wil¬ 
son, Greenville, Goldsboro, anc^ Elizabeth 
City, N.C., Suffolk, Portsmouth, and 
Norfolk, Va. t and Dover, Del.; from 
Charlotte over North Carolina Highway 
27 to Carthage, N.C., thence over U.S. 
Highway 15 to junction U.S. Highway 1, 
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to Raleigh. 
N.C., thence over U.S. Highway 64 to 
Tarboro, N.C., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 258 to Franklin, Va., thence over 
U.S. Highway 58 to Norfolk, Va., thence 
across the Chesapeake Bay to Cape 
Charles, Va., thence over U.S. Highway 
13 to Chester, Pa. thence across the Dela¬ 
ware River to junction unnumbered 
highway, thence over unnumbered high¬ 
way to junction U.S. Highway 130, thence 
over U.S. Highway 130 to junction U.S. 
Highway 206, thence over U.S. Highway 
206 to Trenton, N.J., thence over U.S. 
Highway 1 to New York, and return 
over the same route. 

RESTRICTION: The operations au¬ 
thorized herein are restricted to service 
at the off-route points of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
and Cumberland, Md., to traffic to or 
from points on the unified routes of 
Carolina Freight Carriers Corporation in 
North Carolina, South Caroiina, Georgia, 
or Florida. By the instant petition, peti¬ 
tioner seeks to eliminate the off-route 
point of Pittsburgh, Pa. from the above 
quoted restriction. 

Note. —The purpose of the republication 
is to indicate the service restriction peti¬ 
tioner seeks to modify, erroneously omitted 
in the original publication. Any interested 
person or persons desiring to participate may 
file an original and six copies of his written 
re presen tat tons, views, or arguments in sup¬ 
port of or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

No. MC 57254 (Sub-No. 13) (NOTICE 
OF FILING OF PETITION TO ELIMI¬ 
NATE A RESTRICTION), filed April 
26. 1974. Petitioner: ASSOCIATED 

FREIGHT LINES, a Corporation, 841 
Folger Avenue, Berkeley, Calif. 94710. 
Petitioner's representative: Marvin Han¬ 
dler, 100 Pine Street, Suite 2550, San 


Francisco, Calif. 94111. Petitioner holds 
a motor common carrier certificate in No. 
MC 57254 ( Sub-No. 13), issued April 4, 
1974, authorizing as pertinent, trans¬ 
portation, over regular routes, or general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, commodities in bulk, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
classes A and B explosives, and commodi¬ 
ties requirinr special equipment). (1) 
Between Sacramento, Calif., and Auburn, 
Calif.: From Sacramento, Calif., over 
Interstate Highway 80 to Auburn, Calif., 
and return over the same route; (2) Be¬ 
tween Auburn and Colfax, Calif.: (a) 
From Auburn, Calif., over California 
Highway 49 to junction Magnolia Road 
at Hijgins Comer, thence over Magnolia 
Road, Dog Bar Road, and Tokay ana Way 
to Colfax., Calif., and return over the 
same route; and (b) From Auburn, 
Calif., over Interstate Highway 80 to Col¬ 
fax, Calf., and return over the same 
route; (3) Between junction Placer Hills 
Road and Interstate Highway 80 near 
Auburn, Calif., and Colfax, Calif.: From 
junction Placer Hills Road and Interstate 
Highway 80 at a point approximately 7 
miles northeast of Auburn, Calif., over 
Placer Hills Road and Tokayana Way to 
Colfax, Calif., and return over the same 
route; <4} Between junction Meadow 
Vista Road and California Highway 49 
at Higgins Comer and Applegate, Calif.: 
From junction Meadow Vista Road and 
California Highway 49 at Higgins Comer 
over Meadow Vista Road by way of 
Meadow Vista to Applegate, Calif., and 
return over the same route. 

(5) Between Weimar and Auburn, 
Calif.: From Weimar, Calif., over Pon- 
derosa Way to junction Auburn-Forest 
Hill Road, thence over Auburn-Forest 
Hill Road to Auburn, Calif:, and return 
over the same route; (6) Between Colfax 
and Truckee, Calif.: From Colfax, Calif., 
over Interstate Highway 80 to Truckee, 
Calif., and return over the same route: 
(7) Between Truckee and Brockway, 
Calif.: From Truckee, Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 267 to Brock way. Calif., 
and return over the same route; <8> Be¬ 
tween Monte Vista and Baxter. Calif.: 
From Monte Vista, Calif., over unnum¬ 
bered County Road by way of Dutch Flat 
and Alta, to Baxter, Calif., and return 
over the same route; (9) Between Brock¬ 
way and Tahoe City. Calif.: From Brock¬ 
way, Calif., over California Highway 28 
(also California Highway 267) to Tahoe 
City. Calif., and return over the same 
route; (10) Between Truckee and Tahoe 
City, Calif.: From Truckee. Calif., over 
California Highway 89 to Tahoe City, 
Calif., and return over the same route; 
(11) Between Tahoe City and Lake Ta¬ 
hoe, Calif.: From Tahoe City, Calif., 
over California Highway 89 to junction 
U.S. Highway 50 at Tahoe Valley, Calif., 
thence over U.S. Highway 50 to South 
Lake Tahoe, Calif., and return over the 
same route; (12) Between South Lake 
Tahoe and Meyers. Calif.: From South 
Lake Tahoe, Calif., over U.S. Highway 50 
to Meyers,- Calif., and return over the 
same route. 

(13> Between Camp Richardson and 
Fallen Leaf Lodge, Calif.: From Camp 


Richardson, Calif., over unnumbered 
County Road to Fallen Leaf Lodge, Calif., 
and return over the same route; (14) Be¬ 
tween Meyers and Lake Tahoe, Calif.: 
From Meyers, Calif., over Pioneer Trail 
to South Lake Tahoe, Calif., and return 
over the same route; (15) Between South 
Lake Tahoe and Tahoe Keys, Calif.: 
From South Lake Tahoe, Calif., over U.S. 
Highway 50 (also over unnumbered 
County Road) to Tahoe Keys, Calif., and 
return over the same route; <16> Be¬ 
tween Meyers. Calif., and junction of 
California Highways 89 and 88 at 
Picketts Junction. Calif.: From Meyers, 
Calif., over California Highway 89 to 
Junction California Highway 88 at 
Picketts Junction, Calif., and return 
over the same route; (17) Between South 
Lake Tahoe and Heavenly Valley, Calif.: 
From South Lake Tahoe, Calif., over 
U.S. Highway 50 (also over unnumbered 
County Road) to Heavenly Valley, Calif., 
and return over the same route; (18) Be¬ 
tween Tahoe Valley, Calif, and U.S. 
Highway 50 near Meyers, Calif.: From 
Tahoe Valley, Calif., over Lake Tahoe 
Boulevard and Upper Truckee Road to 
junction U.S. Highway 50 near Meyers, 
Calif., and return over the same route: 
(19) Between Meyers and Pollock Pines. 
Califs From Meyers, Calif., over U.S. 
Highway 50 to Pollock Pines, Calif., and 
return over the same route; (20) Be¬ 
tween Pollock Pines, Calif., and junc¬ 
tion unnumbered County Road and U.S. 
Highway 50 near Kyburz, Calif.: From 
Pollock Pines, Calif., and Park Creek 
Road and Iron Mountain Road to junc¬ 
tion unnumbered County Road approxi¬ 
mately 5 miles south of U.S. Highway 50. 
thence over unnumbered County Road 
to junction U.S. Highway 50 approxi¬ 
mately 2 miles west of Kyburz, Calif., 
and return over the same route. 

(21) Between junction Park Creek 
Road and Sly Park Road and junction 
North Shingle Road and U.S. Highway 
50: From junction Park Creek Road and 
Sly Park Road over Sly Park Road and 
U.S. Highway 50 to junction of North 
Shingle Road and U.S. Highway 50. 
and return over the same route; (22) 
Between Pacific House, Calif., and Ice 
House Reservoir, Calif.: From Pacific 
House, Calif., over Peavine Ridge Road 
to Ice House Reservoir, Calif., and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (23) Be¬ 
tween Kyburz, Calif., and Caples Creek, 
Calif.: From Kyburz. Calif., over un¬ 
numbered County Road to its termi¬ 
nation near Caples Creek, and return 
over the same route; *24) Between 
junction unnumbered County Road and 
U.S. Highway 50 near Twin Bridges, 
Calif., and Wrights Lake, Calif.: From 
junction unnumbered County Road and 
U.S. Highway 50 approximately 5 miles 
west of Twin Bridges. Calif., over un¬ 
numbered County Road to Wrights Lake, 
Calif., and return over the same route; 
<25) Between Pollock Pines and Sly Park 
Dam, Calif.: From Pollock Pines. Calif., 
over Sly Park Road to Sly Park Dam. 
Calif., and return over the same route; 
<26) Between junction unnumbered 
County Road and U.S. Highway 50 near 
Meyers, Calif., and Echo Lake. Calif.: 
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Prom junction unnumbered County Road 
and U.S. Highway 50 approximately 4 
miles west of Meyers. Calif., over unnum¬ 
bered County Road to Echo Lake, Calif., 
and return over the same route; (27) 
Between junction unnumbered County 
Road and California Highway 89 near 
Meyers. Calif., and Echo Summit, Calif.; 
Prom junction unnumbered County Road 
and California Highway 89 approxi¬ 
mately 4 miles south of Meyers, Calif., 
over unnumbered County Road to Echo 
Summit, Calif., and return over the same 
route; and 

(28) Between junction Dry Creek 
Road and California Highway 49 and 
Interstate Highway 80: Prom junction of 
Dry Creek Road and California Highway 
49 over Dry Crefek Road to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 80. and return over the 
same route, in (1) through (28) serving 
all intermediate points. RESTRICTION: 
Service to the extent that it includes 
points in Nevada within the Commercial 
Zones of South Lake Tahoe, and Brock¬ 
way, Calif., as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, shall be restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at or destined to those Nevada 
points included within said commercial 
zones. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to eliminate the above-quoted re¬ 
striction so as to allow interline ahd in¬ 
terchange service. Any interested person 
or persons desiring to participate may 
file an original and six copies of his writ¬ 
ten representations, views or arguments 
in support of or against the petition 
within 30 days from the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s Special Rules governing no¬ 
tice of filing of applications by motor 
carriers of property or passengers un¬ 
der sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and certain 
other proceedings with respect thereto. 
(49 CFR 1.240). 

Motor Carriers of Property 

Application for Certificate Which Is 

To Be Processed Concurrently With 

an Application Under Section 5 Gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 240 to the Ex¬ 
tent Applicable. 

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 179). filed 
April 2. 1974. Applicant: McLEAN 

TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation. 
617 Waughtown Street. Winston-Salem, 
N.C. 27102. Applicant’s representative: 
Harry J. Jordan. 1000 Sixteenth Street 
NW., Washington. D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Sugarland (Hous¬ 
ton). Tex., and San Antonio, Tex., serv¬ 
ing the intermediate point of Sequin, 
Tex.: Prom Sugarland (Houston), Tex., 
over U.S. Highway 90 to San Antonio, 
Tex., and return over the same route. 


Note. —Common control may be Involved, 
The purpose of this application Is to con¬ 
vert the Certificate of Registration Issued to 
Gulf Coast Express, Inc., In MC-105923 to 
a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity. This is a matter directly related 
to the Section 5 proceeding In MC-F- 
12185 published in the Federal Register 
issue of April 17, 1974. If a hearing Is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC-F-12188. (Correction) (J. B. 
MONTGOMERY. INC.—CONTROL AND 
MERGER—M.G.L. FREIGHT COM¬ 
PANY) , published in the April 17, 1974, 
issue of the Federal Register, on page 
13829. Prior notice should be modified 
to include: The pertinent portion of 
transferee’s authority which can be 
tacked with the described authority of 
transferor is contained in Certificate No. 
MC-123639 (Sub-No. 2) and reads as fol¬ 
lows: Such commodities as are usually 
dealt in, or used by, meat, fruit, and 
vegetable packinghouses and wholesale 
and retail department stores, except 
commodities in bulk, in tank or hopper 
type vehicles, between Chicago and Blue 
Island, HI., and Denver, Colo., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Kansas. 

No. MC-F-12219. Authority sought for 
purchase by REED LINES. INC., 634 
Ralston Ave., Defiance. OH 43512, of 
the operating rights of REBCO TRAN¬ 
SIT, INC., P.O. Box 7, Mercer, PA 16137, 
and for acquisition by GLENN W. REED, 
also of Defiance. OH 43512, of control of 
such rights through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants' attorney: John P. McMahon. 100 
E. Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. Op¬ 
erating rights sought to be transferred: 
Glass bottles, caps, covers, and tops, as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
from Gas City, Ind., to certain specified 
points in New York, from Fairmont, W. 
Va., to points in Pennsylvania, from 
points in Clarion, Forest, Armstrong, 
Venango, and Warren Counties, Pa., to 
points in Ohio. West Virginia. Kentucky, 
Indiana, Illinois, the lower peninsula to 
Michigan. St. Louis, County, Mo., and 
St. Louis. Mo., and return with machin¬ 
ery. equipment . materials, and supplies 
used or useful 4n the manufacture of the 
commodities specified next above; glass 
bottles, caps, covers, and tops, from Fair¬ 
mont, W. Va.. to St. Louis, Mo., and 
points in St. Louis County, Mo., and Illi¬ 
nois, from Gas City, Ind., to certain 
specified points in New York, from 
Muncie. Ind., to points in Pennsylvania 
and New York; agricultural, garden, and 
lawn seed. fence, fence post, fence ma¬ 
terials. cod liver oil. insecticides, and 
fertilizer, from Columbus and Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, to certain specified points in 
West Virginia. Kentucky. Indiana, and 
Pennsylvania, and return with empty 
bags and rejected and surplus seeds: 
seed, fence, fence posts and other fence 
materials, cod liver oil. insecticides, and 
fertilizer, from Columbus, Ohio, to cer¬ 
tain specified points in West Virginia, 
and return with empty bags and re¬ 
jected shipments of the commodities 
specified next above; fence, fence posts, 
fence materials, cod liver oil, insecti¬ 
cides, and fertilizer, from points in 


Franklin and Hamilton Counties, Ohio, 
to points in New York, New Jersey, West 
Virginia, Indiana, Pennsylvania, Mary¬ 
land, and Kentucky, and return with 
empty containers for fertilizer ; agri¬ 
cultural, garden, and lawn seed, display 
cases for seed, and empty containers for 
seeds, between points in Franklin and 
Hamilton Counties. Ohio, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
York, New Jersey, West Virginia, Indi¬ 
ana, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and 
Kentucky. 

Oleomargarine, salad dressing, lard 
substitutes , cooking oils, and vegetables 
stearine, from Columbus, Ohio, to Johns¬ 
town and Altoona, Pa., and Fairmount, 
W. Va., and return with rejected ship¬ 
ments of the commodities specified next 
above; poultry equipment and dairy 
equipment, from points in Brooke 
County, W. Va.. to points in Ohio, with 
restriction; building, paving, or roofing 
materials, with restrictions, from Frank¬ 
lin, Ohio, to points in West Virginia (ex¬ 
cept those in Jackson, Wood, Ohio, Han¬ 
cock, Mason, Cabell. Wayne, Mingo. Lo¬ 
gan, Boone, Lincoln, Putnam, and Ka¬ 
nawha Counties), and to points in that 
part of Pennsylvania on and west of U.S. 
Highway 219 (except Johnstown and 
New Castle, Pa., and points in Erie, Alle¬ 
gheny. Westmoreland, Washington, Bea¬ 
ver, and Butler Counties), and return 
with returned or damaged shipments of 
the commodities specified immediately 
above; foodstuffs (except frozen foods 
and commodities in bulk in tank ve¬ 
hicles) . from the plant site of Duffy Mott 
Company. Inc., at Hamlin and Holley. 
N.Y., to points in Ohio, with restriction. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, in West Virginia, Indiana. 
Iowa, Maryland. New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, New York. Michigan. Ohio, Illi¬ 
nois, Kentucky, Tennessee, Connecticut, 
Delaware. Maine. Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island. Virginia. New Hampshire, Mis¬ 
souri, Vermont, Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12220. Authority sought for 
purchase by DOHRN TRANSFER COM¬ 
PANY. 4016 Ninth St., Rock Island. IL 
61201, of the operating rights of KINGS 
HI/WAY. INC., 515 Pittsfield Dr., Worth¬ 
ington. OH 43085, and for acquisition by 
WAYNE DOHRN. and GEORGE A 
LORENZEN. also of Rock Island. IL 
61201, of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: 
David Axelrod, 39 So. LaSalle St., Chi¬ 
cago, IL 60603, and Charles Tell, 100 E. 
Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. Operat¬ 
ing rights sought to be transferred: Un¬ 
der a certificate of registration in Docket 
No. MC-121351 (Sub-No. 1). covering the 
transportation of property, as a common 
carrier, in interstate commerce, within 
the State of Ohio. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Illinois, 
Iowa, Indiana, Missouri, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New York, Ohio, Connecticut, Kentucky. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Wis¬ 
consin. Application has*not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). 
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Note.— MC-43421 (Sub-No. 48), Is a matter 
directly related. 

No. MC-F-12221. Authority sought for 
control by TRANSPO INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL. INC., noncarrier. 5150 Brighton 
Blvd.. Denver. CO 80216. of SUBLER 
TRANSFER, INC., P.O. Box 62. Ver¬ 
sailles, OH, and for acquisition by 
GEORGE W. PLAVEC, also of Denver. 
CO 80216. ROGER C. THORSLUND, 
8040 S. Roberts Rd., Bridge view, IL 
60455, and KENNETH F. SUBLER. also 
of Versailles, OH. of control of SUBLER 
TRANSFER, INC., through the acquisi¬ 
tion by TRANSPO INTERNATIONAL. 
INC. Applicants’ attorney: Charles W. 
Singer, 2440 E. Commercial Blvd., Fort 
Lauderdale, FL 33308. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled: Specified com- 
modities . including meats, frozen foods, 
paper , farm machinery, washing ma¬ 
chines and laundry equipment . petroleum 
products , agricultural implements . fiat 
glass, carpets and carpeting , tile and 
refractory products, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes from, to, and be¬ 
tween certain specified points in Mary¬ 
land. Illinois, Ohio, Delaware, New Jer¬ 
sey, Kentucky, New York, Indiana, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island. Virginia, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Maine, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont. Minnesota, Missouri. 
Nebraska. Iowa, Kansas. North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. with restrictions. TRANSPO IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL, INC., holds no author¬ 
ity from this Commission. Howeve r, it is 
affiliated with J. B. MONTGOMERY. 
INC., which is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Illinois. Iowa. Ne¬ 
braska, Kansas, Colorado, Ohio. Minne¬ 
sota, Wisconsin. Missouri, Michigan, 
Indiana, Kentucky. Arizona. California, 
Nevada, Utah. Idaho, Washington. New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, Connecticut. Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland. Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, New 
Hampshire. Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Maine, Virginia, South Dakota, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia. Ap¬ 
plication has not been filed for tempo¬ 
rary authority under section 210a<b>. 

No. MC-F-12222. Authority sought for 
merger by APACHE MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., 26600 Van Bom Rd.. Dearborn 
Heights. MI 48125, of the opera ting rights 
and property of BUCK’S EXPRESS 
SERVICE, INC., also of Dearborn 
Heights, MI 48125. and for acquisition 
by RANDALL TRUCKING AND LEAS¬ 
ING, INC., of control of such rights and 
property through the transaction. Ap¬ 
plicants’ attorney: Martin J. Leavitt, 
P.O. Box 400. Northville. MI 48167. Op¬ 
erating rights sought to be merged: 
General commodities, excepting among 
others, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods and commodities in bulk, as 
a common carrier over irregular routes, 
between Willow Run Airport, Ypsilanti, 
Mich., Wayne Major Airport, Romulus, 
Mich., and Detroit City Airport, Detroit, 
Mich., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Macomb, St. Clair, and 
Sanilac Counties, Mich., between Willow 
Run Airport, at or near Ypsilanti, Mich., 


on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Wayne County, Oakland County (ex¬ 
cept Auburn Heights. Commerce. Dray¬ 
ton Plains, Keego Harbor, Pontiac. 
Rochester, Waterford, and Wixom). and 
Washtenaw County (except Saline and 
Ypsilanti), Mich., with restrictions. 
APACHE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., is 
authorized to operate as a common car - 
rier in Michigan and Ohio. Application 
has not been filed for temporary author¬ 
ity under section 210a(b>. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12420 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 

May 24, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com- 
rpission's Gatetoay Elimination rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before June 10, 1974. A copy 
must also be served upon applicant or its 
representative. Protests against the 
elimination of a gateway will not operate 
to stay commencement of the proposed 
operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC-531 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC., P.O. Box 14048, Hous¬ 
ton, Tex. 77021. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Ewell H. Muse, Jr., Suite 1116, 
American Bank Tower, 221 W. 6th Street, 
Austin. Tex. 78701. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid petrochemicals (except 
liquefied petroleum gases), in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in that part 
of Texas on, east, and south of a line 
beginning at the Texas-Louisiana State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 190 to 
junction U.S. Highway 75. thence along 
U.S. Highway 75 to the Gulf of Mexico, 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia. 
Kentucky, Tennessee (except Kingsport 
and points in the Memphis, Tenn.. com¬ 
mercial zone, including Memphis), and 
that part of Mississippi north and east 
of a line beginning at the Louisiana- 
Mississippi State line, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 55 to junction U.S. 
Highway 84, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 84 to junction U.S. Highway 61, 
thence along U.S. Highway 61 to the 


Mississippi-Tennessee State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Geismar, La., and points 
within five miles thereof. 

No. MC-35890 (Sub-No. E2). filed 
May 3 . 197 4. Applicant: BLODGETT 
FURNITURE SERVICE, INC., 3801 
Thirty-Sixth Street SE.. Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49508. Applicant’s representative: 
John F. Freel (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (a) New furniture . 
uncrated, from Grand Rapids, Lowell. 
Otsego, and Holland, Mich., to points in 
Delaware; (b) new furniture , cartoned 
or uncrated, from points in New Jersey 
and New York to points in Illinois. In¬ 
diana, and Michigan; (c) new furniture , 
cartoned or uncrated, from points in New 
Jersey and New York to points in Ohio; 
(d) new furniture, uncrated. from North 
Bennington, Vt., and East Arlington, Vt., 
to points in West Virginia; and (e) new 
furniture, uncrated. (1) from points in 
New Jersey and New York to points in 
Iowa, and (2> from points in New Jersey 
to points in Missouri. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Warren County, Pa. 

No. MC-35890 (Sub-No. E3>. filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: BLODGETT 
FURNITURE SERVICE, INC., 3801 
Thirty-Sixth Street SE., Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49508. Applicant s representative: 
John F. Freel (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (a) New furniture, un¬ 
crated, between points in North Carolina, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Iowa and Minnesota; and (b> 
new furniture, uncrated. (1) from points 
in Iowa, to points in Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Rhode Island, Maryland, and 
the District of Columbia, and (2) be¬ 
tween the District of Columbia, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Missouri. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC-82492 < Sub-No. El), filed 

May 12, 1974. Applicant: MICHIGAN & 
NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO.. INC., P.O. 
Box 2853, Kalamazoo, Mich. 49003. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: William C. 
Harris (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat by-products and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept inedible hides, inedible products, 
and skins and commodities in bulk), in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, from Columbus, Ohio, to the 
plant site of Armour-Dial, Inc., at Fort 
Madison. Iowa. Restriction: The opera¬ 
tions sought herein are restricted to the 
transportation of shipments originating 
at the named origin point and destined 
to the named plants!te. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Pekin, Ill. 


No. 106—Ft. I-15 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 






19308 


NOTICES 


No. MC-82492 ( Sub-No. E4>. filed 
Mav 12, 1974. Applicant: MICHIGAN & 
NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO., INC.. P.O. 
Box 2853, Kalamazoo, Mich. 49003. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William C. Har¬ 
ris (same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, as described in Section A of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except inedible hides and 
skins and commodities in bulk), from 
Louisville. Ky., to the plantsite of 
Armour-Dial, Inc., at Fort Madison, 
Iowa. Restriction: The authority sought 
next above is restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of shipments originating at the 
plant site And warehouse facilities 
utilized by Armour and Co., and Klarer 
of Kentucky, Inc., at Louisville, Ky., and 
destined to the named plant site. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Springfield, HI. 

No. MC-83439 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC.. 2010 W. Com¬ 
merce St., P.O. Box 5976. Dallas, Tex. 
75222. Applicant’s representative: Ken¬ 
neth Weeks (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (A) Machinery, equip¬ 
ment, materials, and supplies, used in, or 
in connection with (1) the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products, or (2) the construction, opera¬ 
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance, and 
dismantling of pipelines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, re¬ 
stricted in (2) above to pipelines used for 
the transmission of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products, and further restricted against 
the stringing or picking up of pipe in 
connection with main or trunk pipelines; 
(B) commodities other than those speci¬ 
fied in (A) above, the transportation of 
which because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, and parts 
thereof, between points in Alaska, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama (points in Kansas),* Florida, 
Georgia (points in Kansas, Arkansas, or 
Texas),* Mississippi (points in Arkan¬ 
sas),* North Carolina, and Tennessee 
(points in Kansas or Arkansas); * (C) (1) 
commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, and (2) 
related inachinery parts, and related con¬ 
tractor's materials and supplies when 
their transportation is incidental to the 
transportation of those commodities 
specified in (C)(1) above, restricted 
against the transportation of those com¬ 
modities specified in (A)(1) and (2) 
above, between points in Alaska, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
California (points in Oregon);* 

(D) Commodities, the transportation 
of which, because of size or weight, re¬ 
quires the use of special equipment, be¬ 
tween points in Alaska, on the one hand, 


and, on the other, points in Connecticut. 
Delaware, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and the District of Columbia (Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa.);* (E) those commodities 

specified in (D) above, and related ma¬ 
chinery parts, and related contractor's 
materials and supplies , when their trans¬ 
portation is incidental to the transpor¬ 
tation of those commodities specified 
in <D) above, between points in Alaska, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Maryland (points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania),* and Idaho (those points in Mon¬ 
tana west of a line extending north and 
south through Dupuyer and Butte, 
Mont.);* (F) heavy machinery, heavy 
machinery parts, and commodities other 
than heavy machinery, the transporta¬ 
tion of which, because of size or weight, 
requires the use of special equipment, 
and parts of such commodities when 
moving in connection therewith, between 
points in Alaska, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Indiana and Ken¬ 
tucky (points in Illinois);* <G) those 
commodities specified in (E) above (ex¬ 
cept aircraft and missiles, and parts 
thereof), between points in Alaska, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in South Carolina (points in Kansas or 
Arkansas, and points in North Carolina 
or Georgia) ;* (H) machinery, the trans¬ 
portation of which, because of size or 
weight, requires the use of special equip¬ 
ment, between points in Alaska, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Vermont (points in New York within 50 
miles of East Port Chester, Conn., and 
East Port Chester, Conn., and Worcester, 
Mass.); • and (I) those commodities 
specified in (E) above, between points in 
Alaska, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Virginia and West Vir¬ 
ginia (points in Kansas and points with¬ 
in a 50 mile radius of Nashville, Tenn.) .* 

The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate those gateways in parentheses indi¬ 
cated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
April 12, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636, 
1940 Monroe Drive NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30301. Applicant’s representative: Clyde 
W. Connor, Suite 212, 5299 Roswell Rd. 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat by-products and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Description in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration (except hides and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), from 
Minden, Nebraska, to points in Louisiana 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Arkansas-Louisiana State line and ex¬ 
tending south along U.S. Highway 165 to 
Monroe, thence along Louisiana Highway 
15 ’ to its intersection with Louisiana 
Highway 8, thence along Louisiana High¬ 
way 8 to its intersection with U.S. High¬ 
way 84, thence along U.S. Highway 84 
to its intersection with Louisiana High¬ 
way 28, thence along Louisiana Highway 


28 to its intersection with Louisiana 
Highway 115, thence along Louisiana 
Highway 115 to Bunkie, thence along 
Louisiana Highway 29 to Villa Platte, 
thence along U.S. Highway 167 to 
Opelousas, thence along U.S. Highway 
190 to Baton Rouge, thence along Louisi¬ 
ana Highway 1 to Thibodaux, thence 
along Louisiana Highway 24 to Houma, 
thence along Louisiana Highway 315 to 
the Gulf of Mexico. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Union City, Tenn. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1636. 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212- 
5299, Roswell Rd. NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a com - 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
fruits and frozen vegetables, from points 
in Florida on and east of Florida High¬ 
way 87, to points in Nebraska. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Tifton, Ga., and Florence, Ala. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E83>, filed 
April 19, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1656. 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212- 
5299, Roswell Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points in California north 
of a line beginning at Eureka, Calif., and 
extending east along California Highway 
299 to its intersection with California 
Highway 89, thence along California 
Highway 89 to its intersection with Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 44, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 44 to its intersection 
with California Highway 36, thence along 
California Highway 36 to its intersec¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 395, thence along 
U.S. Highway 395 to its intersection with 
an unnumbered California Highway, 
thence along unnumbered California 
Highway to the California-Nevada State 
line, to points in Maryland on and east 
of U.S. Highway 13. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Tifton, Ga. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E174), filed 
April 22. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 
5299 Roswell Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Prattsville, N.Y., to points in 
Louisiana. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Tifton, Ga. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E175). filed 
April 22, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., P.O. 1636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30342. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen meats and 
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frozen meat products , from Dade City. 
Fla., to points in Iowa. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Tifton, Ga., and Florence, Ala. 

No. MC-95540 (Sub-No. E179 ), fil ed 
April 28. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1636. At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 212, 5299 
Roswell Road NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30342. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Canned goods , from 
points in Maryland, Delaware, and Vir¬ 
ginia, east of the Chesapeake Bay and 
south of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal to points in Arkansas on, west, and 
south of a line beginning at the Missouri- 
Arkansas State line, and extending south 
along U.S. Highway 63 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 61, thence along U.S. 
Highway 61 to the Arkansas-Tennessee 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Pike and Spaulding Counties, Ga. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E20), filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 1129 Grimmet 
Drive, P.O. Box 7666, Shreveport, La. 
71107. Applicant’s representative: Paul 
L. Caplinger (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, from the plant 
site and warehouse facilities of Stauter 
Lumber Company at or near Hill City, S. 
Dak., to points in Alabama. Florida. 
Georgia, Kentucky. Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina. South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and points in Oklahoma on 
and east of a line beginning at the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 75 and the Kansas- 
Oklahoma State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 75 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 75 and Interstate Highway 40, thence 
along Interstate Highway 40 to the junc¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 40 and Okla¬ 
homa Highway 99. thence along Okla¬ 
homa Highway 99 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas State line, and points in that part 
of Texas on and east of Interstate High¬ 
way 35. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate gateway points in Arkansas. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E22), filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC.. 1129 Grimmet 
Drive, P.O, Box 7666, Shreveport, La. 
71107. Applicant's representative: Paul 
L Caplinger (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: 

Proposal 1 : 

Composition lumber, from Pittsburg, 
Kans.. to points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi. New Mexico, and 
Texas and points in that part of Mis¬ 
souri on and east of a line beginning at 
the junction of the Arkansas-Missouri 
State line and Missouri Highway 19, 
thence along Missouri Highway 19 to 
the junction of Missouri Highway 19 and 
Missouri Highway 106, thence along 
Missouri Highway 106 to the junction of 
Missouri Highway 106 and Missouri 
Highway 21, thence along Missouri High¬ 


way 21 to the junction of Missouri High¬ 
way 47. thence along Missouri Highway 
47 to the junction of Missouri Highway 
47 and UJS. Highway 61, thence along 
U.S. Highway 61 to the Missouri-Iowa 
State line. The purpose of the filing of 
proposal 1 is to eliminate the gateway of 
Miami. Okla., and Fayetteville, Ark. 

Proposal 2: 

The commodities described in proposal 
(1) above, from Pittsburg. Kans.. to 
points in Colorado. The purpose of the 
filing of proposal 2 is to eliminate the 
gateway of Miami, Okla. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E24). filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: 

Proposal 1: 

Wood pulp , paper, and paper prod¬ 
ucts, from the plant sites of Southland 
Paper Mills, Inc., at Herty and Sheldon, 
Tex., to points in Alaska, Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware. 
Idaho. Iowa, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan. Minnesota, Montana. 
Nebraska, Nevada. New Hampshire. New 
Jersey, New York, North Dakota, Oregon. 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Utah, Ver¬ 
mont, Washington. West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin. and Wyoming, and the District of 
Columbia. The purpose of the filing of 
proposal 1 is to eliminate the gateway of 
De Ridder, La. 

Proposal 2: 

The commodities described in proposal 
1 from the plant site of shipper named 
in proposal 1 at Herty. Tex., to points in 
that part of New Mexico on. north, and 
west of a line beginning at junction of 
the New Mexico-Texas State line and 
UB. Highway 60, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 60 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
60 and U.S. Highway 85. thence along 
U.S. Highway 85 to the New Mexico- 
Texas State line. The purpose of the fil¬ 
ing of proposal 2 is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Valliant, Okla. 

Proposal 3: 

The commodities described in proposal 
1 above, from the plant site of shipper 
named in proposal 1 at Sheldon, Tex., to 
points in New Mexico on and north of 
Interstate Highway 40. The purpose of 
the filing of proposal 3 is to eliminate the 
gateway of De Ridder, La. 

Proposal 4: 

Paper products . paper , and linerboard, 
from the plant site of shipper named in 
proposal 1 above at Herty, Tex., to points 
in Colorado. Kansas, and Nebraska. The 
purpose of the filing of proposal 4 is to 
eliminate the gateway of Valliant. Okla. 

Proposal 5: 

Paper, paper products, and linerboard, 
from the plant site of shipper named in 
proposal 1 above, at Sheldon, Tex., to 
points in Colorado and Nebraska. The 
purpose of the filing of proposal 5 is to 
eliminate the gateway of Valliant, Okla. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E29). filed 
April 11, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 7666, 


Shreveport. La. 71107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Roofing 
and building board, joint system com¬ 
pound and building paper and tape, from 
Cornell, Wis., to points in Alabama. 
Florida, and Georgia. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of West 
Memphis. Ark. 

No. MC-107002 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
April 16. 1974. Applicant: MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS. INC., P.O. Box 1123, 
Jackson. Miss. 39205. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: John J. Borth (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (a) Liquid 
chemicals (except liquid glue, liquid hy¬ 
drogen. liquid oxygen, and liquid nitro¬ 
gen) , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Fox, 
Ala., to points in Minnesota. Michigan, 
and points in that part of Indiana on and 
north of U.S. Highway 50. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate, the gateway 
of Cedartown, Ga. (b) Liquid chemicals 
(except hydrogen peroxide and liquid 
glue), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Fox. 
Ala., to points in Illinois, Missouri, and 
points in that part of Indiana on and 
north of U.S. Highway 50. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Memphis. Tenn. (c) Liquid chemicals 
(except liquid glue), in bullj, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from Fox. Ala., to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Missouri. Kansas, and points in that 
part of Indiana on and north of U.S. 
Highway 50. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Collierville, 
Tenn. 

(d) Liquid chemicals (except liquid 
glue), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Fox. Ala., to points m Iowa, Michigan, 
and Wisconsin, restricted against the 
transportation of liquid hydrogen, liquid 
oxygen, and liquid nitrogen when moving 
to missile storage or launching sites, mis¬ 
sile test facilities or manufacturing 
plants producing liquid hydrogen, liquid 
oxygen, or liquid nitrogen. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of a point in Arkansas at the junction of 
Interstate Highway 55 and Arkansas 
Highway 18 which is within 10 miles of 
Barfield, Ark. <e) Liquid chemicals (ex¬ 
cept liquid glue), in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles. from Fox, Ala., to points in that part 
of Texas on and west of UB. Highway 
281. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Hattiesburg, Miss, 
(f > Liquid chemicals , in bulk, in tank ve- # 
hides, from Fox, Ala., to points in Michi¬ 
gan. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Memphis. Tenn. 

No. MCtl07295 (Sub-No. E17>. filed 
May 5. 1974. Applicant: PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT CO., P.O. Box 146, Farmer 
City, HI. 61842. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Dale L. Cox (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wooden doors, 
from Union, Mo., to points in Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho. Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
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of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Sedalia, Mo. 

No. MC-107456 (Sub-No. El) t filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: HARRY L. 
YOUNG AND SONS, INC.. 542 West 
Sixth South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84104. 
Applicant’s representative: Lon Rodney 
Kump, 200 Law Bldg., 333 East Fourth 
South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: A. (1) Commodi¬ 
ties, the transportation of which, be¬ 
cause of size or weight, require special 
handling or special equipment, and (2) 
self-propelled vehicles, each weighing 
15,000 pounds or more (except motor 
vehicles as defined in section 203(a) (13) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, and 
vehicles moving in driveaway service), 
(a) between Grants Pass and Klamath 
Falls, Oreg., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Bozeman, Livingston, Billings, 
Lewis town, Brodus, Miles City, and Glas¬ 
gow, Mont., (b) between Coquille, Reeds- 
port, Eugene, Bend, and Burns, Oreg., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Brodus, Mont., (c) between points in 
Washington, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Arizona, (d) between 
points in Oregon (except Coos. Curry, 
Josephine, Jackson, and Klamath Coun¬ 
ties), on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Arizona (except Yuma 
County), (e) between points in Wash¬ 
ington, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in White Pine. Liricoln, and 
Clark Counties, Nev., (f) between As¬ 
toria, Portland, The Dalles, Pendleton, 
and Ontario, Or eg., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Las Vegas, Nev., (g) 
between Grants Pass, Oreg., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Pocatello, Idaho, 
(h) between points in San Bernardino, 
Orange, Riverside, San Diego, and Im¬ 
perial Counties, Calif., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Washington 
east and north of Klickitat, Yahima, Kit¬ 
titas, King, Snohomish, and Skagit 
Counties, (i) between points in San 
Diego, Imperial. Orange, Riverside, and 
San Bernardino Counties, Calif., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Ontario 
and Pendleton, Oreg., <j) between El 
Centro, Blythe, and Needles, Calif., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, The 
Dalles, Oreg., 

B. Structural iron and steel which be¬ 
cause of size or weight require special 
handling or special equipment , (1) from 
points in California south of the north¬ 
ern boundary lines of San Luis Obispo, 
Kern, and San Bernardino Counties, to 
all points in Idaho east of the western 
boundary line of Twin Falls, Gooding, 
Camas, Custer, and Lemhi Counties; (b) 
from San Bernardino. Los Angeles, 
Orange, Riverside, San Diego, and Im¬ 
perial Counties, Calif., to points in Idaho: 
(c) from San Bernardino, Los Angeles, 
Ventura, Santa Barbara, Orange, River¬ 
side, San Diego, and Imperial Counties, 
Calif., to points in Idaho (except Ada 
County); (2) from points in Arizona, to 
points in Idaho, (3) from points in Ari¬ 
zona to points In Montana, (4) from 
[ points in Arizona (except Yuma County), 


to points in Elko County. Nev.. (5) from 
points in Mohave. Coconino, Navajo, and 
Apache Counties, Ariz., to points in Hum- 
bolt and Elko Counties, Nev. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Salt Lake City, Nev. 

No. MC-107478 (Sub-No. E5>. filed 
April 15, 1974. Applicant: OLD DOMIN¬ 
ION FREIGHT LINE. P.O. Drawer 
2006, High Point. N.C. 27261. Applicant’s 
representative: John T. Coon (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, commodities 
requiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing) , between Richmond, Va., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in South 
Carolina and Georgia on, east, and south 
of a line beginning at the Georgia-Ala- 
bama State line, and extending along 
U.S. Highway 29 to Newnan, Ga., thence 
along Georgia Highway 34 to its junction 
with Georgia Highway 54, thence along 
Georgia Highway 54 to Jonesboro, thence 
along Georgia Highway 138 to its inter¬ 
section with Georgia Highway 124, thence 
along Georgia Highway 124 to its inter¬ 
section with Interstate Highway 20, 
thence along Interstate Highway 20 to its 
intersection with Georgia Highway 77, 
thence along Georgia Highway 77 to 
Lexington, thence along U.S. Highway 78 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 378, 
thence along U.S. Highway 378 to Lin- 
colnton, thence along Georgia Highway 
47 to its intersection with Georgia High¬ 
way 104, thence along Georgia Highway 
104 to its intersection with Georgia 
Highway 150, thence along Georgia High¬ 
way 150 to the Georgia-South Carolina 
State line, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 150 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 221, thence along U.S. Highway 
221 to its intersection with South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 23, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 23 to Monetta, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 39 to 
Wagener, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 389 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 394, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 394 to 
North, thence along U.S. Highway 178 to 
its intersection with South Carolina 
Highway 172, thence along South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 172 to St. Matthews, thence 
along U.S. Highway 601 to the Conganee 
River, thence along the Conganee River 
to Lake Marion, thence along Lake 
Marion to the Santee River, thence along 
the Santee River to the Atlantic Ocean. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Charleston, S.C., and 
points within 15 miles thereof. 

No. MC-107478 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
April 16, 1974. Applicant: OLD DO¬ 
MINION FREIGHT LINE, P.O. Drawer 
2006, High Point, N.C. 27261. Applicant’s 
representative: John T. Coon (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 


value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), between Winchester, Va., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Georgia and South Carolina on, east, and 
south of a line beginning at the Alabama - 
Georgia State line, and extending east 
along U.S. Highway 80 to Macon, thence 
along Georgia Highway 22 to Sparta, 
thence along Georgia Highway 16 to 
Warrenton, thence along U.S. Highway 
78 to Williston, S.C., thence along South 
Carolina Highway 39 to its intersection 
with South Carolina Highway 4, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 4 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 301, 
thence along U.S. Highway 301 to Man¬ 
ning, thence along U.S. Highway 521 to 
Georgetown, thence along Winyah Bay 
to the Atlantic Ocean. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Charleston, S.C., and points within 
15 miles thereof. 

No. MC-107743 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: SYSTEM 

TRANSPORT, INC., East 6523 Broad¬ 
way Avenue, Spokane, Washington 99206. 
Applicant’s representative: J. Michael 
Alexander, 136 Wynne wood Professional 
Building, Dallas, Texas 75226. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Lumber, from points in 
Bonner, Benewah, Boundary, Latah, 
Kootsnai, and Shoshone Counties, Idaho, 
to points in Utah. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Washington east of Whatcom, 
Skaqit, Snohomish, King, Pierce, Lewis, 
and Skamania Counties. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E70), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative; Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals as defined in The 
Maocwell Co., Extension — Addyston. 63 
M.C.C. 677, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Florida to points in Rhode 
Island. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Institute, 
W. Va., and Fort Lee, N. J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. 87), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Delaware to points in the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Allegheny County, 
Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E129), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
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representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemials as defined in The Max¬ 
well Co., Extension — Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 
677, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
District of Columbia to points in Mon- 
nesota. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Bridgeville, Pa. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E16>. filed 
April 30, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS 

SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. 
Box 188, Elm Springs. Arkansas 72728. 
Applicant’s representative: L. M. Mc¬ 
Lean (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen meats, from the plantsite 
of Iowa Beef Processors at Emporia. 
Kansas, to points in Utah, Nevada, Wyo¬ 
ming, California, and Arizona (except 
points in Cochise, Graham, Pinal, Green¬ 
lee, Appache, Navajo, Coconino, and Gila 
Counties). The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of St. Joseph, 
Mo. 

No. MC—111729 (Sub-No. Ell>, filed 
May 8. 1974. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP., 2 Nevada Drive, Lake 
Success, N.Y. 11040. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Peter L. Badanes (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Audit 
media and other business records (except 
cash letters), between Pleasantville, N.J., 
and Avon, Mass. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways of Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., and New York, N.Y., and 
points in Hartford County, Conn. 

No. MC-111729 (Sub-No. E3>. filed 
May 3. 1974. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP.. 2 Nevada Drive, Lake 
Success. NY 11040. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Peter L. Badanes (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Business 
papers and records used in the prepara¬ 
tion of used punch cards, and other busi¬ 
ness papers and records involving infor¬ 
mation obtained from the punch cards 
or pertaining to the use thereof (except 
cash letters), between Bangor, Maine, 
and Philadelphia, Pa. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Bos¬ 
ton, Mass. 

No. MC-113528 (Sub.-No. El), filed 
April 7, 1974. Applicant: MERCURY 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1247, 
Mobile, Ala. 36601. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Clarence Levi (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, dan¬ 
gerous explosives, household goods, when 
transported as a separate and distinct 
service in connection with so-called 
household movings, intoxicating liquors, 
commodities in bulk, commodities requir¬ 
ing special equipment, and those injuri¬ 
ous or contaminating to other lading), 
(a) between Birmingham, Ala., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 


North Carolina, and South Carolina on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line, and 
extending south along U.S. Highway 29 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 220, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220, to its in¬ 
tersection with North Carolina Highway 
134, thence along North Carolina High¬ 
way 134 to its intersection with North 
Carolina Highway 109, thence along 
North Carolina Highway 109 to its in¬ 
tersection with South Carolina 268, 
thence along South Carolina Highway 
268 to its intersection with South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 265, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 265 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 601, thence along U.S. 
Highway 601 to its intersection with In¬ 
tersection Highway 20, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 20 to Columbia, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 48 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 601, 
thence along U.S. Highway 601 to its in¬ 
tersection with South Carolina Highway 
6. thence over South Carolina Highway 6 
to its intersection with South Carolina 
Highway 33, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 33 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 176, thence along U.S. Highway 
176 to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
15. thence along U.S. Highway 15 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 61. thence along South Carolina 
Highway 61 to its intersection with South 
Carolina Highway 651, thence along 
South Carolina State Highway 651 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 64. thence along South Carolina 
Highway 64, to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 17, thence along U.S. Highway 
17 to its intersection with South Carolina 
Highway 61, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 61, to Charleston; 

(b> Between Mobile, Ala., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in North 
Carolina and South Carolina on and 
east of a line beginning at the Virginia- 
North Carolina State line and extend¬ 
ing south along North Carolina High¬ 
way 104 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 601, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 601 to its intersection with North 
Carolina Highway 268, thence along 
North Carolina Highway 268 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 21, thence 
along U.S. Highway 21, to its intersec¬ 
tion with Interstate Highway 77, thence 
along Interstate 77 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 21. thence along U.S. 
Highway 21 to its intersection with 
North Carolina Highway 121, thence 
along North Carolina Highway 121 to 
its intersection with North Carolina 
Highway 72, thence along South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 72 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 321, thence along U.S. 
Highway 321 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 213, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 213, to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 176, 
thence along U.S. Highway 176 to its 
intersection with Interstate Highway 
26, thence along Interstate Highway 26 
to its intersection with Interstate High¬ 
way 20. thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 20 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 1, thence along U.S. Highway 
1 to its intersection with South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 6. thence along South 


Carolina Highway 6 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 321, thence along 
U.S. Highway 321 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 178 thence along U.S. 
Highway 178 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway^ 21, thence along U.S. 
Highway 21 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 61, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 61, to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 651, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 651 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 64, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 64 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 17, 
thence along U.S. Highway 17 to 
Charleston; 

(c) Between Anniston, Ala., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina on 
and east of a line beginning at the Vir¬ 
ginia-North Carolina State line, and ex¬ 
tending south along U.S. Highway 501 
to its intersection with North Carolina 
Highway 62, thence along North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 62, to its intersection with 
North Carolina Highway 87, thence 
along North Carolina Highway 87 to its 
intersection with unnamed North Caro¬ 
lina Highway, thence along unnamed 
North Carolina Highway to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 421, thence 
along U.S. Highway 421 to its inter¬ 
section with unnamed North Carolina 
Highway, thence along unnamed North 
Carolina Highway to its intersection 
with North Carolina Highway 902, 
thence along North Carolina Highway 
902 to its intersection with North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 22, thence along North 
Carolina Highway 22 to its intersection 
with North Carolina Highway 24. thence 
along North Carolina Highway 24 to its 
intersection with North Carolina High¬ 
way 109, thence along North Carolina 
Highway 109, to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 268, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 268 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 265, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 265 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 601, thence over U.S. 
Highway 601, to its intersection with 
Interstate Highway 20, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 20 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 601, thence over 
U.S. Highway 601 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 267, thence 
over South Carolina Highway 267 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 6, thence over South Carolina 
Highway 6 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 15, thence over U.S. Highway 
15 to its intersection with Interstate 
Highway 26. thence over Interstate 
Highway 26 to Charleston; 

(d) Between Tuscaloosa, Ala., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina on 
and east of a line beginning at the Vir¬ 
ginia-North Carolina State line, thence 
extending south along U.S. Highway 29 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 220, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220, to its 
intersection with North Carolina High¬ 
way 134, thence along Highway 134 to 
its intersection with North Carolina 
Highway 109, thence along North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 109 to its intersection with 
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South Carolina Highway 9, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 9 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 601, thence 
over UB. Highway 601 to its intersection 
with Interstate Highway 20, thence along 
Interstate Highway 20 to its intersection 
with Interstate Highway 26, thence along 
Interstate Highway 26 to its intersec¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 601, thence along 
U.S. Highway 601 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 301, thence along U.S. 
Highway 301 to its intersection with 
Interstate Highway 26, thence along 
Interstate Highway 26 to Charleston; 

<e) Between Dothan, Ala., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in North 
Carolina and South Carolina on and east 
of a line beginning at the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line, and extending south 
along North Carolina Highway 16 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 221, 
thence along U.S. Highway 221 to its in¬ 
tersection with the Blue Ridge Parkway, 
thence along the Blue Ridge Parkway to 
its intersection with U.S. Highway 321, 
thence along U.S. Highway 321, to its 
intersection with North Carolina High¬ 
way 274, thence along North Carolina 
Highway 274 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 161, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 161 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 21, 
thence along U.S. Highway 21 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 200, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 200 to its intersection with 
South Carolina Highway 97, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 97 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 521, thence 
along U.S. Highway 521 to its intersec¬ 
tion with South Carolina Highway 261, 
thence along South Carolina Highway 
261 to its Intersection with South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 15, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 15 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 301, thence along U.S. 
Highway 301 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 521, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 521 to Its intersection with South 
Carolina Highway 375, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 375 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 52. thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to its intersection 
with South Carolina Highway 45. thence 
along South Carolina Highway 45 to its 
intersection with South Carolina High¬ 
way 41, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 41 to its intersection with un¬ 
named South Carolina Highway, thence 
along unnamed South Carolina High¬ 
way to Awendaw, and the Atlantic 
Ocean; 

Cf) Between Montgomery. Ala., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina on 
and east of a line beginning at the Vir¬ 
ginia-North Carolina State line and ex¬ 
tending south along U.S. Highway 220 
to its intersection with North Carolina 
Highway 65, thence along North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 65 to its intersection with 
UB. Highway 158, thence along U.S. 
Highway 158 to Winston-Salem, thence 
south along North Carolina Highway 8 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 52, 
thence along U.S. Highway 52 to its in¬ 
tersection with North Carolina Highway 


27, thence along North Carolina Highway 
27 to its intersection with North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 205, thence along North 
Carolina Highway 205 to its intersection 
with North Carolina Highway 218, thence 
along North Carolina Highway 218 to its 
intersection with North Carolina High¬ 
way 200, thence along North Carolina 
Highway 200 to Monroe, N.C., thence 
along U.S. Highway 601 to its intersec¬ 
tion with Interstate Highway 20, thence 
along Interstate Highway 20 to Colum¬ 
bia, S.C., thence along South Carolina 
Highway 48 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 601, thence along U.S. Highway 
601 to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
301, thence along U.S. Highway 301 to its 
intersection with Interstate Highway 26, 
thence over Interstate Highway 26 to 
Charleston; (g) between Demopolis, 
Ala., on the one hand, and. on the other 
points in North Carolina and South Caro¬ 
lina on and east of a line beginning at 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line, 
and extending south along U.S. Highway 
220 to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
158. thence along U.S. Highway 158 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 52 thence 
along UJS. Highway 52 to its intersection 
with Interstate Highway 85, thence 
along Interstate Highway 85 to Charlot¬ 
te, N.C., thence along U.S. Highway 21 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 178, 
thence along U.S. Highway 17 to its in¬ 
tersection with U.S. Highway 15. thence 
along UB. Highway 15 to its intersection 
with South Carolina Highway 64, thence 
over South Carolina Highway 64 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 17, 
thence along U.S. Highway 17 to its in¬ 
tersection with South Carolina Highway 
174. thence over South Carolina High¬ 
way 174 to Bay Point. S.C., and the At¬ 
lantic Ocean; 

<h) Between Winfield. Ala., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Winston- 
Salem, N.C.. Monroe, N.C., Columbia, 
S.C., Orangeburg. S.C., Walterboro, S.C., 
and Bay Point. S.C., and points in North 
Carolina and South Carolina on and 
east of a line beginning at the Virginia- 
North Carolina State line and extend¬ 
ing south along U.S. Highway 220 to its 
intersection with UB. Highway 158, 
thence along U.S. Highway 158 to Win¬ 
ston-Salem. thence along U.S. Highway 
52 to its intersection with North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 27, thence along State 
Highway 27 to its intersection with UB. 
Highway 601, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 601, to its intersection with Inter¬ 
state Highway 20, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 20 to Columbia, S.C., 
thence along U.S. Highway 21, to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 78, 
thence along U.S. Highway 78 to its in¬ 
tersection with UB. Highway 15, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to its intersection 
with South Carolina Highway 64, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 64 to its 
intersection with UB. Highway 17, 
thence along UB. Highway 17 to its in¬ 
tersection with South Carolina Highway 
174, thence along South Carolina High¬ 
way 174 to Bay Point, S.C., and the At¬ 
lantic Ocean; (i) between Winston- 
Salem, N.C., on the one hand, and, on the 


other, points in Alabama on and south 
of UB. Highway 80; 

(j) Between Charlotte, N.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other. Eufaula. 
Ala., Troy. Ala., Evergreen, Ala., and 
Mobile, Ala., and points in Alabama on 
and south of a line, beginning at the 
Alabama-Georgia State line, and extend¬ 
ing west along Alabama Highway 30 to its 
intersection with Alabama Highway 239, 
thence along Alabama Highway 239 to its 
intersection with Alabama Secondary 
Highway 8, thence along Alabama Sec¬ 
ondary Highway 8 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 29, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 29 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 93. thence over Alabama High¬ 
way 93 to its intersection with Alabama 
Secondary Highway 21, thence along 
Alabama Secondary Highway 21 to its 
intersection with Alabama Highway 189, 
thence along Alabama Highway 189 to its 
intersection with UB. Highway 29, thence 
along UB. Highway 29 to its intersection 
with Alabama Secondary Highway 82, 
thence along Alabama Secondary High¬ 
way 82 to its intersection with Alabama 
Secondary Highway 7, thence along 
Alabama Secondary Highway 7 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 84, thence 
along U.S. Highway 84 to its intersection 
with U S. Highway 31, thence along UB. 
Highway 31, to its intersection with UB. 
Highway 84, thence over U.S. Highway 84 
to its intersection with Interstate High¬ 
way 65, thence over Interstate Highway 
65 to its intersection with Alabama Sec¬ 
ondary Highway 47. thence along Ala¬ 
bama Secondary Highway 47 to its inter¬ 
section with Alabama Highway 59, thence 
along Alabama Highway 59 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 31, thence 
along U.S. Highway 31 to its intersection 
with Alabama Highway 138, thence along 
Alabama Highway 138 to its intersection 
with Alabama Highway 225. thence over 
Alabama Highway 225 to its intersection 
with UB. Highway 90, thence over U.S. 
Highway 90 to the Alabama-Mississippi 
State line; (k) between Raleigh, N.C., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Alabama located south of U.S. High¬ 
way 278; 

(1) Between Greensboro, N.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama south of U.S. Highway 278 and 
points on and west of a line beginning at 
the intersection of U.S. Highway 278 and 
Alabama Highway 5, and extending along 
Alabama Highway 5, to its intersection 
with Alabama Secondary Highway 140. 
thence along Alabama Highway 140 to 
its intersection with U.S. Highway 65, 
thence along UB. Highway 65 to its in¬ 
tersection with unnamed Alabama High¬ 
way, thence along unnamed Alabama 
Highway to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 79, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 79 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 75, thence over Alabama High¬ 
way 75 to its intersection with unnamed 
Alabama Secondary Highway, thence 
along unnamed Alabama Secondary 
Highway to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 59, thence along U.S. Highway 
59 to its intersection with Alabama High¬ 
way 174, thence along Alabama Highway 
174 to its intersection with Alabama 
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Highway 34, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 34 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 77, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 77, to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 50, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 50, to the Alabama-Georgia State 
line; <m> between Columbia, S.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama south of U.S. Highway 278 and 
points on and west of a line beginning at 
the intersection of U.S. Highway 278 and 
U.S. Highway 65 and extending south 
along U.S. Highway 65 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 31, thence along U.S. 
Highway 31 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 280, thence along U.S. Highway 
280 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 49. thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 49 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 14, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 14 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 199, thence along Alabama 
Highway 199 to its intersection with 
Alabama Highway 81, thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 81 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 29. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 29 to its intersection with unnamed 
Alabama Highway, thence along un¬ 
named Alabama Highway to its intersec¬ 
tion with Alabama Highway 51, thence 
along Alabama Highway 51 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 231, thence 
along U.S. Highway 231 to the Alabama- 
Florida State line; 

(n) Between Charleston, S.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama south of U.S. Highway 278 and 
points on and north of a line beginning 
at the Alabama-Georgia State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 431, to 
its intersection with Alabama Highway 
26, thence along Alabama Highway 26 to 
its intersection with U.S. Highway 82, 
thence along U.S. Highway 82 to its in¬ 
tersection with Alabama Secondary 
Highway 35, thence along Alabama Sec¬ 
ondary Highway 35 to its intersection 
with Alabama Secondary Highway 8, 
thence along Alabama Secondary High¬ 
way 8 to its intersection with U.S. High¬ 
way 29, to its intersection with Alabama 
Highw ay 93, thence along Alabama High¬ 
way 93 to its intersection with Alabama 
Highway 125, thence along Alabama 
Highway 125 to its intersection with Ala¬ 
bama Highway 12, thence along Alabama 
Highway 12 to its intersection with Ala¬ 
bama Secondary Highway 70, thence 
along Alabama Secondary Highw ay 70 to 
its intersection with Alabama Second¬ 
ary Highway 78, thence along Alabama 
Secondary Highway 78 to its intersec¬ 
tion with Alabama Secondary Highway 
43, thence along Alabama Secondary 
Highway 43 to its intersection with U.S. 
Highway 29, thence along U.S. Highway 
29 to its intersection w r ith U.S. Highway 
31, thence along U.S. Highw-ay 31 to its 
intersection with Alabama Highway 138, 
thence along Alabama Highway 138 to its 
intersection with Alabama Highway 225, 
thence along Alabama Highway 225 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highw r ay 90, 
thence along U.S. Highway 90 to the 
Alabama-Mississippi State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Sumter. 


No. MC-115169 (Sub-No. El), filed 
April 17. 1974. Applicant: MODERN 
TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 49, East 
St. Louis, Illinois 62202. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Mr. A. Charles Tell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between St. Louis, 
Mo., and Memphis, Tenn. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Ballard County, Ky. 

No. MC-119777 (Sub-No. El), filed 
April 9, 1974. Applicant: LIGON SPE¬ 
CIALIZED HAULER, INC., P.O. Drawer 
L, Madison ville, Ky. 42431. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Ronald E. Butler 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Corrugated pipe and fittings, of such size 
or weight as to require special handling, 
from points in Illinois and points in that 
part of Indiana south and west of a line 
beginning at the Indiana-Ohio State line, 
thence west along Interstate Highway 74 
to its intersection with Indiana Highway 
3, thence along Indiana Highway 3 to its 
intersection with U.S. Highway 224, 
thence along U.S. Highway 224 to its in¬ 
tersection with Indiana Highway 9, 
thence along Indiana Highway 9 to the 
Indiana-Michigan State line, to points in 
Virginia west and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line, thence east along U.S. Highway 60 
to its intersection with U.S. Highway 220, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220 to the 
North Carolina-Virginia State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Jeffersonville, Ind. 

No. MC-124078 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 6, 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28 St.. Mil¬ 
waukee. Wisconsin 53246. Applicant's 
representative: Richard A. Prevette 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Charleston, S.C., to points 
in Louisiana and Mississippi restricted 
against the transportation of naval 
stores, to the extent any such may con¬ 
stitute chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, to De Quincy and Oakdale, La. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Augusta, Ga., and points 
in Richmond County, Ga., within 10 
miles of Augusta. 

No. MC-124078 (Sub-No. E6), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO.. 611 South 28 St., Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis. 53246. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Richard A. Prevette 

(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry chemicals (except hydrofluosilic 
acid, such naval stores as are chemicals, 
crude tali oil, sulphate, black liquor 


skimmings, and liquid alum), in bulk, in 
tank or hopper-type vehicles, from At¬ 
lanta. Ga., to points in North Carolina 
in and east of Caswell. Alamance. Chat¬ 
ham, Moore, and Richmond Counties, 
and points in South Carolina in, south, 
and east of Chesterfield. Kershaw, Pair- 
field, Newberry. Saluda, and Edgefield 
Counties. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Rich¬ 
mond County, Ga. 

No. MC—124679 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: C. R. ENG¬ 
LAND & SONS, INC.. 975 W. 2100 South 
Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84119. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Daniel B. John¬ 
son. Munsey Building, Washington. D.C. 
20004. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: FoodsUiffs 
(except in bulk), in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
Newburgh, N.Y., to points in Arizona, 
California. Colorado, Idaho, Montana. 
Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon. Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Suffolk, Va. 

No. MC-128383 (Sub-No. E55), filed 
May 6, 1974. Applicant: PINTO TRUCK¬ 
ING SERVICE, INC., 1414 Calcon Hook 
Road, Sharon Hill, Pa. 19079. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Gerald K. Gim- 
mel, 303 N. Frederick Ave., Gaithersburg, 
Md. 20760. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, aircraft engines and 
parts, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), from 
Philadelphia International Airport, 
Philadelphia, Pa., to O'Hare Interna¬ 
tional Airport, Chicago, HI., restricted to 
the transportation of traffic having an 
immediately prior or subsequent move¬ 
ment by air. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of John F. 
Kennedy International Airport, New 
York. N.Y. 

No. MC-128746 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: D’AGATA NA¬ 
TIONAL TRUCKING CO., 3240 South 
61st Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19153. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Alan Kahn, 2 
Penn Center Plaza, Suite 1620, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. 19102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Malt beverages, from 
New York, N.Y., and Newark and East 
Orange, N.J., to Steubenville, Colum¬ 
bus, Toledo, Cleveland, Youngstown, 
Akron, Canton, and Dayton, Ohio. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Morrisville, Pa. (2) Malt 
beverages, from Detroit. Mich., and 
Waukesha, Wis., to Wilmington, Del., 
Bethesda, Claiborne, Cambridge, and 
Salisbury. Md., and points in Maryland 
on U.S. Highway 40 between the Mary- 
land-Delaware State line and Baltimore, 
Md. (including Baltimore), and points 
in New Jersey. The purpose of this filing 
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Is to eliminate the gateway of Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. (3) Malt beverages, from De¬ 
troit, Mich., and Waukesha. Wisconsin, 
to points in Connecticut, and points in 
that part of New York on and south of 
a line beginning at the New York-Penn- 
sylvania State line and extending along 
New York Highway 17 to the junctions of 
New York Highway 30, thence along New 
York Highway 30 to Kingston, N.Y., 
•thence along New York Highway 308 to 
the junction of New York Highway 199, 
then along New York Highway 199 to 
the New York-Connecticut State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Philadelphia, Pa. 

(4) Malt beverages, from Detroit, 
Mich., and Waukesha, Wis., to points in 
Massachusetts. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of the plant 
site of C. Schmidt and Sons, Inc., at 
Philadelphia, Pa. (5) Malt beverages, 
from Detroit, Mich., and Waukesha, Wis., 
to points in Maine, Rhode Island, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont (except from 
Detroit to points in that part of New 
Hampshire north of a line beginning at 
the New York-New Hampshire State 
line, and extending along New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 313 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 7, thence along U.S. Highway 7 
to the junction of New Hampshire High¬ 
way 11, thence along New Hampshire 
Highway 11 to the New Hampshire- 
Vermont State line, and except from De¬ 
troit to points in that part of Vermont 
north of U.S. Highway 4. The purpose of 
tliis filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Philadelphia, Pa. (6) Malt beverages, 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to Steubenville, 
Columbus, Toledo, Cleveland, Youngs¬ 
town, Akron. Canton, and Dayton. Ohio. 
Empty malt beverage containers , from 
the above specified destination points to 
Philadelphia. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Trenton, 
N.J. (7) Malt beverages, from New York, 
N.Y., and Newark and East Orange, N.J., 
to Wilmington, Del.. Bethesda, Claiborne, 
Cambridge, and Salisbury, Md., and 
points in Maryland on U.S. Highway 40 
between the Maryland-Delaware State 
line, and Baltimore, Md.. including Balti¬ 
more, and points in New Jersey Highway 
73 to junction of U.S. Highway 30, thence 
along U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. 
Highway 9, thence south along U.S. 
Highway 9 to junction New Jersey High¬ 
way 52, thence along New Jersey High¬ 
way 52 to the Atlantic Ocean. Empty 
malt beverage containers, from the above 
specified destination points to the above 
specified origin points. The purpose of 
tills filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Philadelphia, Pa. (8) Malt beverages, in 
containers, from New York. N.Y., and 
Newark and East Orange, N.J., to points 
in Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Norristown, Pa. 

(9) Malt beverages, from Allentown, 
Pa., to Bethesda, Claiborne. Cambridge, 
and Salisbury. Md., points in Maryland 
on U.S. Highway 40 between the Mary¬ 
land-Delaware State line, and Baltimore, 
Md. (excluding Baltimore), and those in 
New Jersey on and south of a line begin¬ 


ning at the Delaware River near Burling¬ 
ton. N.J., and extending along New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 528 to junction of U.S. 
Highway 206, thence south along U.S. 
Highway 206 to junction of New Jersey 
Highway 530. thence along New Jersey 
Highway 530 to junction of New Jersey 
Highway 70, thence along New Jersey 
Highway 70 to the junction of New Jer¬ 
sey Highway 88, thence along New Jersey 
Highway 88 to the Atlantic Ocean. 
Empty malt beverage containers, from 
the above-specified destination points to 
Allentown, Pa. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Camden, 
N.J., a point within the Philadelphia, Pa., 
commercial zone. (10) Malt beverages, 
from Allentown, Pa. f to points in Con¬ 
necticut on and east of a line extending 
from New London, Conn., along Connec¬ 
ticut Highway 32 to junction of Con¬ 
necticut Highway 12, thence along Con¬ 
necticut Highway 12 to the Connecticut- 
Massachusetts State line. Empty malt 
beverage containers, from the above- 
specified destination points to Allentown, 
Pa. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Camden, N.J., a 
point within the Philadelphia. Pa., 
commercial zone. (11) Malt beverages, 
from Allentown, Pa., to points in Maine. 
New Hampshire, and Rhode Island. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Camden, N.J., a point within 
the Philadelphia, Pa., commercial zone. 
(12) Malt beverages , in containers, from 
Reading, Pa., to New York, N.Y., and 
points in Connecticut and New Jersey. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Conshohocken. Pa., a 
point common to both the Philadelphia, 
Pa., and Norristown, Pa., commercial 
zones. 

(13) Malt beverages, in containers 
from Reading, Pa., to points in Massachu¬ 
setts. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the plant site of 
C. Schmidt and Sons, Inc., at Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. (14) Malt beverages, from 
Baltimore, Md., and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia to points in New Jersey. Connec¬ 
ticut, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont. 
Rhode Island, and points in that part of 
New York on and east of UB. Highway 
15. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Philadelpliia, Pa. 
(15) Malt beverages, from Baltimore, 
Md., and the District of Columbia to 
points in Massachusetts. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plantsite of C. Schmidt and Sons, 
Inc., at Philadelphia, Pa. (16) Malt 
beverages, in containers, from Willi- 
marisett, Mass., to Wilmington, Del., 
Bethesda, Claiborne, Cambridge, and 
Salisbury, Md.. and points in Maryland 
on U.S. Highway 40 between the Mary¬ 
land-Delaware State line and Baltimore, 
Md. (including Baltimore), and points in 
that part of New Jersey on and south 
of a line beginning at the Delaware 
River, near Burlington, N.J., and extend¬ 
ing along New Jersey Highway 528 to 
junction of U.S. Highway 206, thence 
along U.S. Highway 206 to junction of 
New Jersey Highway 530, thence along 
New Jersey Highway 530 to junction of 
New Jersey Highway 70, thence along 
New Jersey Highway 70 to junction at 


New Jersey Highway 88, thence along 
New Jersey Highway 88 to the Atlantic 
Ocean. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the plantsite 
of C. Schmidt and Sons, Inc., at Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. (17) Malt beverages, in con¬ 
tainers, from Willimansett, Mass., to 
points in West Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Philadelphia, Pa. (18) Malt beverages, 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in Vir¬ 
ginia, Delaware (except Wilmington), 
Maryland (except Bethesda, Claiborne, 
Cambridge, Salisbury, and points in 
Maryland on U.S. Highway 40 between 
the Maryland-Delaware State line and 
Baltimore, including Baltimore), and the 
District of Columbia. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Con¬ 
shohocken, Pa., a point common to both 
the Philadelphia, Pa., and Norristown, 
Pa., commercial zones. (19) Malt bever¬ 
ages, in containers, from Philadelphia, 
Pa,, to points in Massachusetts. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plantsite of C. Schmidt 
and Sons, Inc., at Philadelphia, Pa. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswalu, 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.74-12425 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(Notice No. 519] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

May 28, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are noti¬ 
fied of cancellation or postponements 
of hearings in which they are interested. 
No amendments will be entertained after 
May 31, 1974. 

MC-C-6228, Gaines Motor Lines. Inc.—Inves¬ 
tigation and Revocation of certificate, now 
assigned continued hearing at Washington. 
D.C.. is postponed to July 9. 1974, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 

MC-85850 Sub 9. Neylon Freight Lines. Inc . 
now being assigned hearing June 10. 1974 
(1 week) In the Holiday Inn-Downtown. 
15th & Glenarm Place, Denver, Colo. 

MC 119234 Sub 3, Mercer Marine Transit 
Corp., Extension Boats, now assigned July 
10. 1974, at San Francisco, Calif., is can¬ 
celled and application dismissed. 

I&S M 26045. General Increase. July 1972, 
Central & Southern Territory. Now 
assigned June 11, 1974, at Washington, 
D.C., is postponed Indefinitely. 

MC-138144 Sub 2. Fred Olson Co., Inc., now 
assigned June 3, 1974 will be held in Room 
1614, Court of Claims, 219 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago. HI. 

MC—F-11953, Carolina Freight Carriers Cor¬ 
poration—Purchase—Deerfield Motor Ex¬ 
press. Inc., and MC-2253 Sub 60, Carolina 
Freight Carriers Corp., now assigned 
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June 3, 1974, will be held In Room 1614, 
Court of Claims, 219 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago. IlL 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

JFR Doc.74-12548 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241, Exemption 
No. 72[ 

CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PACIFIC 
RAILROAD CO. 

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, that because of flood 
conditions, there is immediate need for 
shipments of company ballast to Bureau, 
Illinois for roadbed rehabilitation on the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co.; that sufficient open top hopper 
cars of suitable ownership are not avail¬ 
able on the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railroad Co. to enable emergency 
shipments of company ballast in this 
service; and that compliance with Car 
Service Rules 1 and 2 would prevent the 
Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co. from supplying sufficient cars to 
meet these emergency requirements. 

It is ordered , That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railroad Co. is authorized to load 
up to 200 “H” type hopper cars with 
company ballast destined Bureau. Illinois 
for emergency track repairs without re¬ 
gard to the provisions of Car Service 
Rules 1 and 2. 

Effective May 17. 1974. 

Expires May 23, 1974. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., May 17, 
1974. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal! R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR Doc.74-12550 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


[Notice No. 93) 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses of orders entered by the 
Motor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211, 
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132) , appear below: 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972. contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect on 
the quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of the application. 
As provided in the Commission’s Special 
Rules of Practice any interested person 
may file a petition seeking reconsidera¬ 
tion of the following numbered proceed¬ 
ings on or before June 20, 1974. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 


position. The matters relied upon by peti¬ 
tioners must be specified in their petitions 
with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-75126. By order of May 24. 
1974, the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Lerner, Inc., Hammonton, 
N.J., of Certificates Nos. MC-6181, MC- 
6181. MC-6181 Sub-2, MC-6181 Sub-4, 
and MC-6181 Sub-5, issued June 9, 1941, 
May 13, 1939, March 12, 1942, and Janu¬ 
ary 20, 1958, respectively, to Fred Lerner. 
doing business as “Lerner,” Hammonton. 
N.J., authorizing the transportation of 
agricultural commodities, canned goods, 
and packed fruits from Hammonton, 
N.J., to New York, N.Y., Philadelphia. 
Pa., and Baltimore, Md., general commo¬ 
dities, with exceptions, from New York, 
N.Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and Baltimore. 
Md.. to Hammonton, N.J.; empty tin cans 
and covers from Baltimore, Md., to Ger¬ 
mania. N.J.; lime and limestone from 
four named towns in Pennsylvania to 
points in a specified part of New Jersey; 
canned and processed foods and bakery 
products from Bridgeton and Cedarville, 
N.J., and points in Atlantic County, N.J., 
to points in Delaware, Maryland. New 
York, Pennsylvania, and the District of 
Columbia; and tin cans, glass bottles, 
cartons, and packing materials from 
points in Delaware, Maryland. New 
York, Pennsylvania, and the District of 
Columbia to Bridgeton and Cedarville. 
N.J., and points in Atlantic County, N.J. 
Mr. George A. Olsen, Registered Practi¬ 
tioner, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. 07306. 

No. MC-FC-75134. By order of May 24. 
1974, the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Victory Transfer Co., Inc., 
Laredo. Tex., of Certificate No. MC- 
108085 issued March 10, 1970, to Librado 
Pina, doing business as Victory Transfer 
Company, Laredo, Tex., authorizing the 
transportation of general commodities, 
with exceptions, between Laredo, Tex., 
and points within five miles thereof on 
the one hand, and. on the other, the 
United States-Mexico Boundary line at 
Laredo. Austin L. Hatchell. Esq.. 1102 
Perry Brooks Building. Austin, Tex. 
78701. 

No. MC-FC-75151. By order of May 24. 
1974, the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Kenneth O. Knudson, 
Colfax, Wis., of Certificate No. MC- 
136373 issued September 5, 1972, to 
Donald L. Harsh, doing business as 
Harsh Transfer, Rock Falls, Wis., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of livestock 
between Eau Claire. Wis., and specified 
towns in Wisconsin and Minnesota; flour, 
feed, seed, meat scraps, fertilizer, and 
groceries from South St. Paul. Newport, 
St. Paul, and Minneapolis, Minn., to Eau 
Claire, Wis.; and feed, seed, fertilizer, 
glassware, livestock, and agricultural 
commodities between Osseo, Wis., and 
specified towns in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. Mr. F. H. Kroeger. Practi¬ 
tioner. 1745 University Avenue, St. Paul. 
Minn. 55104. 

No. MC-FC-75154. By order of May 24. 
1974. the Motor Carrier Board approved 
the transfer to Minshell’s Express, Inc., 


Latrobe, Pa., of Certificates Nos. MC- 
125759 Sub 2 and MC-125759 Sub 3 is¬ 
sued April 4. 1972, and September 6, 
1973, respectively, to Herbert W. Haidle. 
doing business as Minshell’s Express, 
Latrobe. Pa., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of general commodities, with excep¬ 
tions, between the Greater Pittsburgh 
Airport. Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Indiana and Wester- 
moreland Counties. Pa., and points in a 
specified part of Fayette County, Pa.; 
and between Westmoreland Latrobe Air¬ 
port, Pa., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Westmoreland and 
Indiana Counties, Pa., and points in a 
specified part of Fayette County, Pa., 
John A. Pillar, Esq., 1122 Frick Building. 
Pittsburgh. Pa. 15219. 

TsealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12547 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

| Notice No. 75] 

May 24. 1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specifi¬ 
cally noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
provided for under the new rules of Ex 
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR Part 1131), 
published in the Federal Register, issue 
of April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 cal¬ 
endar days after the date of notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of 
such protests must be served on the ap¬ 
plicant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protests must certify 
that such service has been made. The 
protests must be specific as to the serv¬ 
ice which such protestant can and will 
offer, and must consist of a signed orig¬ 
inal and six (6) copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C., and also in 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 43421 (Sub-No. 49 TA), filed 
April 21, 1974. Applicant: DOHRN 

TRANSFER COMPANY, a Corporation. 
P.O. Box 1237. 4016 9th Street, Rock 
Island. Ill. 61201. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Carl L. Steiner. 39 South LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
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and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the plantsite and facilities of 
Hiram Walker & Sons., Inc., at or near 
Delavan, Ill., as an off-route point, for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Hiram Walker & Sons, Inc., P.O. Box 479, 
Peoria, HI. 61601. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: District Supervisor Richard K. 
Shullaw, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, Everett Mc¬ 
Kinley Dirksen Building, 219 S. Deaborn 
Street, Room 1086, Chicago, HI. 60604. 

Note. —Applicant states that It will tack 
all routes In Illinois reasonably pertinent to 
shipper’s plantsite. 

No. MC 114389 (Sub-No. 217 TA), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: GALE B. 
ALEXANDER, 120 South Ward, Ot¬ 
tumwa, Iowa 52501. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Kenneth F. Dudley, P.O. Box 
279. Ottumwa, Iowa 52501. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Articulated wheel loaders, 
from Deerfield, HI., to Ottumwa, Iowa, 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Al-Jon, Incorporated, Ottumwa, Iowa 
52501. SEND PROTESTS TO: Herbert 
W. Allen, Transportation Specialist, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 875 Federal Building. Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 117565 (Sub-No. 92 TA), filed 
May 14,1974. Applicant: MOTOR SERV¬ 
ICE COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 448, 
Route 3, Coshocton. Ohio 43812. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John R. Hafner 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Plastic containers and 
metal containers, not to exceed 115 gal¬ 
lon capacity, and (2) caps, covers, stop - 
pers, tops, parts , accessories, and attach¬ 
ments for commodities listed in (1) 
above, from the plant sites and ware¬ 
house facilities of Cleveland Steel Con¬ 
tainer Corporation, at or near Cleveland, 
Ohio, and its subsidiary. Niles Steel Con¬ 
tainer Corp., at or near Niles. Ohio, to 
points in Alabama. Arkansas, Connect¬ 
icut, Delaware. Georgia. Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, 
Maryland, Michigan. Massachusetts, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire. 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Washington, 
D.C., restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the plant sites and 
warehouse facilities of Cleveland Steel 
Container Corporation, at or near Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, and its subsidiary, Niles Steel 
Container Corp., at or near Niles, Ohio, 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: 
Cleveland Steel Container Corp., 12818 
Coit Road, Cleveland, Ohio 44108, and 
Niles Steel Container Corp., 115 Erie 
Street, Niles, Ohio 44446. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: Frank L. Calvary, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, 220 
Federal Bldg, and U.S. Courthouse, 85 
Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 
43215. 


No. MC 136222 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: MOVERS 

PORT SERVICE, INCORPORATED, 
7035 Convoy Court, P.O. Box 80731, San 
Diego, Calif. 92138. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert J. Gallagher. 1776 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10019. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Used household 
goods, in containers, with typical King 
Pak instructions, between points in Los 
Angeles. Orange, Riverside. Imperial. 
Kern, San Bernardino, San Diego. San 
Luis Obispo, Santa Maria, and Ventura 
Counties, Calif., restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of traffic having a prior or sub¬ 
sequent movement, in containers, beyond 
the points authorized and further re¬ 
stricted to % the performance of pickup 
and delivery service in connection with 
packing, crating, and containerization or 
unpacking, uncrating, and decontaineri¬ 
zation of such traffic, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPERS: Dean Forward¬ 
ing Company, Inc., 555 East Ocean Blvd.. 
Long Beach, Calif. 90802 and H. C. & C 
Forwarders, Inc., P.O. Box 4795. Hay¬ 
ward, Calif. 94540. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: District Supervisor Philip Yallowitz, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. 300 North Los An¬ 
geles Street, Room 7708, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 139760 (Sub-No. 1 TA». filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIAM UL- 
BRICH TRUCKING CO., INC., 128 Vree- 
land Avenue, Leonia, N.J. 07605. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William Ulbrich 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Scrap metal, tin plate 
scrap, teme plate scrap, tin can scrap, 
and iron or steel scrap, between Ridge¬ 
field Park. N.J., and Sparrows Point, Md., 
under continuing contracts with Vulcan 
Materials Company, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: Vulcan Materials 
Company. Metals Division. P.O. Box 720. 
Sandusky. Ohio 44870. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: District Supervisor Joel Morrows, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 9 Clinton St., New¬ 
ark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 139799 TA, filed May 14, 1974. 
Applicant: ILLIANA EQUIPMENT 

COMPANY. 1607 West 42nd Street, Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60609. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Irvin Stillerman. 29 S. La Salle 
Street, Chicago, HI. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Empty trailers and trailer 
parts, accessories, equipment, and truck 
body kits when moving with said trailers, 
between Chicago, HI., and Milwaukee, 
Wis.. for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Mr. William Lange. Branch 
Manager. Gindy Manufacturing Corpo¬ 
ration, 4015 South Ashland Avenue. Chi¬ 
cago, HI. 60690. SEND PROTESTS TO: 
Robert G. Anderson, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Everett McKinley 
Dirksen Building, 219 S. Dearborn St., 
Room 1086, Chicago, HI. 60604. 


No. MC 135773 (Sub-No. 3 TA-, 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DONALD E. 
SEARS, Rt. 1, Box 477, Woodland, Wash. 
98674. Applicant’s representative: George 
Kargianis, 2120 Pacific Building, Seattle, 
Wash. 98104. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting; 
Fabricated structural steel and fabri¬ 
cated structural steel building parts, 
from points in Sacramento County, 
Calif., to points in Benton County, Wash., 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Pittsburgh-Des Moines Steel Company. 
P.O. Box 15469, Sacramento, Calif. 95813. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super¬ 
visor W. J. Huetig, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations. 114 
Pioneer Courthouse, Portland. Oreg. 
97214. 

No. MC 139800 TA. filed May 14, 1974. 
Applicant: LARRY W. CZERNIAK. 9000 
West 74th Avenue. Arvada, Colo. 80005. 
Applicant’s representative: John P. 
Thompson, 450 Capitol Life Center, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular and irregular routes, 
transporting: IRREGULAR ROUTES: 
Camera film (except movie film moving 
to or from movie theaters), film slides, 
photographs, prints, negatives, and 
photographic supplies, between points in 
Denver, Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, and 
Jefferson Counties. Colo., and REGULAR 
ROUTES: Camera film (except movie 
film moving to or from movie theaters), 
film slides, photographs, prints, nega¬ 
tives, and photographic supplies, i 1) be¬ 
tween Pueblo, Colo., and Cheyenne, Wyo., 
serving all intermediate, points and serv¬ 
ing the off-route points of Windsor and 
Johnstown, Colo.: from Pueblo, Colo, 
over Interstate Highway 25 and U.S. 
Highway 85-87 to Denver, Colo.: thence 
over Interstate Highway 25 to Cheyenne. 
Wyo., and return over the same routes: 
using U.S. Highway 34 and Colorado 
Highways 14 and 66 for operating con¬ 
venience only; (2) between Pueblo. 
Colo., and Cheyenne, Wyo., serving all 
intermediate points; from Pueblo, Colo . 
over Interstate Highway 25 and U.S. 
Highway 85-87 to Denver. Colo., thence 
over U.S. Highway 85 to Cheyenne. Wyo.. 
and return over the same routes; using 
U.S. Highway 34 and Colorado Highways 
14 and 66 for operating convenience 
only; and (3) between Denver Colo, and 
Laramie, Wyo., serving all intermediate 
points on U.S. Highway 287 and the off- 
route point of Estes Park. Colo : from 
Denver, Colo., over U.S. Highway 287 to 
Laramie. Wyo., and return over the same 
route, using Interstate Highways 80 and 
25, U.S. Highway 34 and Colorado High¬ 
way 66 for operating convenience only, 
for 180 days. RESTRICTIONS: The en¬ 
tire operation described in this applica¬ 
tion shall be restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of packages or articles weigh¬ 
ing more than 20 pounds in the aggregate 
from any one consignor to any one con¬ 
signee during any one day. 

Note.— In connection with this temporary 
authority application, authority is sought to 
serve the commercial zones of all service 
points, as well as the service point itself. 
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SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: Hull Photo 
Service, 5105 East 38th Avenue. Denver, 
Colo. 80207; Bri-tone Photo Service. 
1440 Stout Street, Denver, Colo. 80202; 
Dynacolor Corporation, P.O. Box 5004, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222; Western Film Serv¬ 
ice. Box 25. Salt Lake City, Utah 84110; 
and Clear Photo, 220 Howell, Dallas, 
Tex. 75207. SEND PROTESTS TO; Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor Roger L. Buchanan. Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 2022 Federal Bldg., Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 

By the Commission. 

[ seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.74-12546 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 amj 


[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241; Exemption 
No. 731 

WESTERN MARYLAND RAILWAY CO. 

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

It appearing, that there is an emer¬ 
gency movement of military impedi¬ 
menta from Culbertson. Pennsylvania, to 
Leland, North Carolina; that the origi¬ 
nating carrier has insufficient system 
cars of suitable dimensions immediately 
available for loading with this traffic; 
that sufficient cars of other ownerships 
having suitable dimensions are available 
on the lines of the originating carrier 
and on its connections; and that com¬ 
pliance with Car Service rules 1 and 2 
would prevent the timely assembly and 
use of such cars. 

It is ordered , That pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me bjr Car Service rule 
19. the Car Service Division of the Asso¬ 
ciation of American Railroads is author¬ 
ized to direct the movement to the West¬ 
ern Maryland Railway Co., the railroads 
designated by the Car Service Division 
are authorized to move to. and the West¬ 
ern Maryland Railway Company is au¬ 
thorized to accept, assemble, and load 
not to exceed thirty (30) empty cars with 
military impedimenta from Culbertson. 
Pennsylvania, to Leland. North Carolina, 
regardless of the provisions of Car Serv¬ 
ice rules 1(b), 2(c). 2(d). or 2(e). 

Effective May 20, 1974. 

Expires May 25, 1974. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., May 20, 
1974. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

(seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

|FR Doc.74-12549 Filed 5-30-74; 8:45 araj 


INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL 
(COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

CLARENCE MAGGARD COAL CO., INC. 

Applications for Renewal Permits, Electric 
Face Equipment Standard; Opportunity 
for Public Hearing 

Applications for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 


Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of 1969 have been received for items 
of equipment in underground coal mines 
as follows: 

ICP Docket No. 4068-000. CLARENCE MAG¬ 
GARD COAL COMPANY, INC.. Mine No. 8. 
Mine ID No. 15 04426 0. Hazard. Kentucky: 

ICP Permit No. 4068-002 (Kersey 944 Rubber 

Tired Tractor. IB. No. 103>. 

ICP Permit No. 4068-003 (Kersey 944 Rubber 

Tired Tractor, IB. No. 104). 

ICP Permit No. 4068-004 (Kersey BJ Rubber 

Tired Tractor. I D. No. 101). 

ICP Permit No. 4068-005 (Kersey BJ Rubber 

Tired Tractor. IB. No. 102). 

ICP Permit No. 4068-007 (Kersey 944 Scoop, 

I.D. No. 203) • 

In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 504.7(b) of Title 30, Code of Federal 
Regulations, notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an appli¬ 
cation for a renewal permit may be filed 
on or before June 17, 1974, Requests for 
public hearing must be filed in accord¬ 
ance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 FR 11296, 
July 15, 1970) , as amended, copies of 
which may be obtained from the Panel 
upon request. 

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel. Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 

George A. Hornbeck, 

Chairman. 

Interim Compliance Panel. 

May 23. 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-12303 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 
NOTICE OF OPEN MEETING 

May 28, 1974. 

The National Advisory Committee on 
Oceans and Atmosphere (NACOA) will 
hold a 2-day meeting, June 17 and 18, 
1974. Both sessions will convene at 9 a.m. 
in Room 6802 of the Department of Com¬ 
merce Building. 15th and Constitution 
Avenue. NW.. Washington, D.C. The 
Monday session will adjourn at 5 p.m. 
and the Tuesday session at 1 p.m. Both 
sessions will be open to the public. 

The Committee, consisting of 25 non- 
Federal members appointed by the Presi¬ 
dent from State and local governments, 
industry, science and other appropriate 
areas, was established by Congress by 
Public Law 02-125. on August 16, 1971. 
Its duties are to (1) undertake a con¬ 
tinuing review of the progress of the 
marine and atmospheric science and 
service programs of the United States, 
(2) submit a comprehensive annual re¬ 
port to the President and to the Congress 
setting forth an overall assessment of the 
status of the Nation’s marine and atmos¬ 
pheric activities on or before June 30 of 
each year, and (3) advise the Secretary 
of Commerce with respect to the carry¬ 
ing out of the purpose of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra¬ 
tion. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 


review and further refine the draft of the 
Committee’s third annual report. 

The public will be admitted to the ex¬ 
tent of the seating available on a first 
come, first served basis. Questions from 
tlie public will be permitted during spe¬ 
cific periods announced by the Chairman. 
Persons wishing to make formal state¬ 
ments should notify the Chairman in ad¬ 
vance of the meeting. The Chairman re¬ 
tains the prerogative to place limits on 
the duration of oral statements and dis¬ 
cussions. Written statements may be 
submitted at any time. 

Additional information concerning 
this meeting may be obtained through 
the Committee's Executive Director. Dr. 
Douglas L. Brooks, whose mailing ad¬ 
dress is; National Advisory Committee on 
Oceans and Atmosphere, Department of 
Commerce Building, Room 5225. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20230. The telephone num¬ 
ber is 967-3343. 

Douglas L. Brooks, 
Executive Director. 

[FR Doc.74-12580 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed Amendment to Option Plan 

Notice is hereby given that the Chi¬ 
cago Board Options Exchange, Inc. 
<CBOE) has filed a proposed amend¬ 
ment to its Option Plan pursuant to 
Rule 9b-l under the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (17 CFR 240.9b-l). 

The proposed amendment would de¬ 
lete CBOE Rule 14.7 which presently 
fixes minimum intra-member clearance 
commission rates for orders of $30,000 or 
less. The effect of deleting this rule 
would be to eliminate any fixed mini¬ 
mum with respect to in tra-member 
clearance commissions and any such 
intra-member charges would be negoti¬ 
ated. 

The proposed amendment will become 
effective upon July 1, 1974, or upon such 
earlier date as the Commission may 
allow unless the Commission shall dis¬ 
approve the change in whole or in part 
as being inconsistent with the public 
interest or the protection of Investors. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views and comments on 
the proposed amendent to CBOE’s plan 
either before or after it has become 
effective. Written statements of views 
and comments should be addressed to the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, 500 North Capitol Street, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. Reference should be 
made to file number 132-37784. The pro¬ 
posed amendment is, and all such com¬ 
ments will be, available for public in¬ 
spection at the Public Reference Room of 
the Securities and Exchange Commission 
at 1100 L Street, NW. Washington, D.C. 

George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

May 20,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-12410 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 
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CINCINNATI STOCK EXCHANGE 

Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges; Opportunity for Hearing 

May 20,1974. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
Rule 12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trad¬ 
ing privileges in the common stocks of 
the following companies, which securi¬ 
ties are listed and registered on one or 
more other national securities exchanges. 


File No . 

American Natural Gas Co- 7-4601 

American Smelting & Refining Co--- 7-4602 

Burlington Northern, Inc- 7-4603 

Continental Corp. (The)- 7-4604 

Continental Illinois Corp- 7-4605 

Crocker National Corp- 7-4606 

Crown Zellerbach Corp- 7-4607 


Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
June 5, 1974 from any interested person, 
the Commission will determine whether 
the application with respect to any of 
the companies named shall be set down 
for hearing. Any such request should 
state briefly the title of the security in 
which he is interested, the nature of the 
interest of the person making the re¬ 
quest, and the position he proposes to 
take at the hearing, if ordered. In addi¬ 
tion, any interested person may submit 
his views or any additional facts bearing 
on any of the said applications by means 
of a letter addressed to the Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549, not later than 
the date specified. If no one requests a 
hearing with respect to any particular 
application, such application will be 
determined by order of the Commission 
on the basis of the facts stated therein 
and other information contained in the 
official files of the Commission pertain¬ 
ing thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-12400 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am). 


CINCINNATI STOCK EXCHANGE 

Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges; Opportunity for Hearing 

May 20. 1974. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f) (1) (B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities 
are listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 

File No. 


Delmarva Power & Light Co- 7-4608 

First Charter Financial Corp- 7-4609 


First Chicago Corp--— 7-4610 

First National Boston Corp-7-4611 

First Pennsylvania Corp-7-4612 

Great Western Financial Corp-7-4613 

Gulf States Utilities Co.7-4614 


Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
June 5, 1974 from any interested person, 
the Commission will determine whether 
the application with respect to any of the 
companies named shall be set down for 
hearing. Any such request should state 
briefly the title of the security in which 
he is interested, the nature of the interest 
of the person making the request, and the 
position he proposes to take at the hear-* 
ing, if ordered. In addition, any inter¬ 
ested person may submit his views or any 
additional facts bearing on any of the 
said applications by means of a letter ad¬ 
dressed to the Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549, not later than the date specified. 
If no one requests a hearing w r ith respect 
to any particular application, such appli¬ 
cation will be determined by order of the 
Commission on the basis of the facts 
stated therein and other information 
contained in the official files of the Com¬ 
mission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12401 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 ami 


CINCINNATI STOCK EXCHANGE 

Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges; Opportunity for Hearing 

May 20, 1974. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities are 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 


File No. 

I U International Corp - 7-4615 

Kansas City Power & Light Co - 7-4616 

Marine Midland Banks, Inc - 7-4617 

National Detroit Corp - 7-4618 

Northern States Power Co - 7-4619 

Northwest Bancorporation - 7-4620 

Oklahoma Gas & Electric Co - 7-4621 


Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
June 5, 1974 from any interested person, 
the Commission will determine whether 
the application with respect to any of the 
companies named shall be set down for 
hearing. Any such request should state 
briefly the title of the security in which 
he is interested, the nature of the inter¬ 
est of the person making the request, 
and the position he proposes to take at 
the hearing, if ordered. In addition, any 
interested person may submit his views 
or any additional facts bearing on any 


of the said applications by means of a 
letter addressed to the Secretary. Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549, not later than the 
date specified. If no one requests a hear¬ 
ing with respect to any particular appli¬ 
cation, such application will be deter¬ 
mined by order of the Commission on the 
basis of the facts stated therein and other 
information contained in the official files 
of the Commission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary 

1FR Doc.74-12406 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


CINCINNATI STOCK EXCHANGE 

Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges; Opportunity for Hearing 

May 20,1974 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f—1 thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities are 
listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchanges: 


File No. 

Pacific Lighting Corp- 7-4622 

Pacific Power & Light Co- 7-4623 

Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co. 

(The) _ 7-4624 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.,- 7-4625 

Portland General Electric Co.--- 7-4626 

Public Service Co. of Colorado- 7-4627 

San Diego Gas & Electric Co_ 7-4628 


Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
June 5, 1974 from any interested person, 
the Commission will determine w’hether 
the application with respect to any of the 
companies named shall be set down for 
hearing. Any such request should state 
briefly the title of the security in which 
he is interested, the nature of the inter¬ 
est of the person making the request, and 
the position he proposes to take at the 
hearing, if ordered. In addition, any in¬ 
terested person may submit his views or 
any additional facts bearing on any of 
the said applications by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, not later than the date speci¬ 
fied. If no one requests a hearing with 
respect to any particular application, 
such application will be determined by 
order of the Commission on the basis of 
the facts stated therein and other in¬ 
formation contained in the official files 
of the Commission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12407 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 
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CINCINNATI STOCK EXCHANGE 

Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges; Opportunity for Hearing 

May 20,1974. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule 
12f-l thereunder, for unlisted trading 
privileges in the common stocks of the 
following companies, which securities are 
listed and registered on one or more other 
national securities exchanges: 

File No. 


South Carolina Electric & Gas Co_ 7-4629 

Tampa Electric Co- 7-4630 

Unionamerlca, Inc_ 7-4631 

Union Electric Co- 7-4632 

Union Pacific Corp- 7-4633 

U.S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co- 7-4634 

Wells Fargo & Co_ 7-4635 

Western Bancorporatlon_ 7-4636 

Wisconsin Electric Power Co_ 7-4637 


Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
June 5, 1974 from any interested person, 
the Commission will determine whether 
the application with respect to any of the 
companies named shall be set down for 
headng. Any such request should state 
briefly the title of the security in which 
he is interested, the nature of the inter¬ 
est of the person making the request, and 
the position he proposes to take at the 
hearing, if ordered. In addition, any in¬ 
terested person may submit his views or 
any additional facts bearing on any of 
the said applications by means of a letter 
addressed to the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, not later than the date speci¬ 
fied. If no one requests a hearing with 
respect to any particular application, 
such application will be determined by 
order of the Commission on the basis of 
the facts stated therein and other in¬ 
formation contained in the official files 
of the Commission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR Doc.74-12408 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


| File No. 500-11 

COOK TREADWELL & HARRY, INC. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 17,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summaiy 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Cook Treadwell & Harry, Inc. 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from May 18, 
1974 through May 27,1974. 


By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc.74-12405 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


| File No. 500-1J 

EQUITY FUNDING CORPORATION OF 
AMERICA 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 21,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, warrants to purchase the stock, 
9*4 percent debentures due 1990, 5V 2 per¬ 
cent convertible subordinated debentures 
due 1991, and all other securities of 
Equity Funding Corporation of America 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from May 22, 
1974 through May 31,1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12403 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(File No. 500-1J 

INDUSTRIES INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 21, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Industries International, Inc. 
being traded otherwise than on a nation¬ 
al securities exchange is required in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from May 22, 
1974 through May 31, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-12404 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am| 


(File No. 600-l| 

ZENITH DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 21. 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Zenith Development Corporation 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 


Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
May 22, 1974 through May 31, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-12402 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


(File No. 500-1J 

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 24. 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Continental Vending Machine 
Corporation being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; * 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from May 25, 
1974 through June 3, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.74-12576 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


|70-5350| 

OHIO POWER CO. 

Post*Effective Amendment Regarding Issue 
and Sale of Notes to Banks and Com¬ 
mercial Paper Dealers 

May 24, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that Ohio Power 
Co. (“Ohio'*), 301 Cleveland Ave. SW.. 
Canton, Ohio 44701, an electric utility 
subsidiary company of American Electric 
Power Company. Inc., a registered hold¬ 
ing company, has filed a third post-effec¬ 
tive amendment to its application in this 
proceeding pursuant to section 6(b) of 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act 
of 1935 (“Act”) regarding the following 
proposed transactions. All interested per¬ 
sons are referred to the application, as 
now amended, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

By orders dated June 29,1973, Septem¬ 
ber 18, 1973. and April 8. 1974 (Holding 
Company Act Release Nos. 18018, 18100. 
and 18367 > the Commission granted 
Ohio’s application requesting that until 
December 31, 1974, the exemption from 
the provisions of section 6(a) of the Act 
afforded to it by the first sentence of sec¬ 
tion 6(b) of the Act. relating to the issue 
of short-term notes, be increased to the 
extent necessary to cover the issuance 
and sale of notes to banks and to dealers 
in commercial paper in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed $215,000,000 out¬ 
standing at any one time, including 
short-term notes presently outstanding. 
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The notes are to be issued from time to 
time prior to December 31. 1974, as funds 
are required, provided that none of the 
notes will mature later than June 30. 
1975. 

Ohio now proposes to issue and sell 
demand notes to the trust departments 
of The Fidelity Bank, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, and the Harter Bank and 
Trust Co.. Canton, Ohio in the maximum 
amounts of $20,000,000 and $5,000,000. 
respectively, subject to the previously 
authorized aggregate limit on short-term 
notes outstanding. It it stated that each 
of the bank trust departments has a flow 
of funds, as fiduciary for various ac¬ 
counts, which would be available for in¬ 
vestment in such demand notes. These 
demand notes will be in the form of 
promissory notes in denominations of not 
less than $1,000 bearing an interest rate 
equivalent to the highest rate paid daily 
by General Motors Acceptance Corp. on 
its commercial paper with a maturity of 
less than 180 days. Notes issued from 
January 1 to June 30 will mature July 1 
of the same year and those issued from 
July 1 to December 31 will mature on 
January 1 of the following year. The 
bank trust departments will have the 
right to demand payment at any time 
and Ohio will have the right to repay, 
without penalty, all or any part of the 
principal amount of such demand notes 
outstanding. 

On May 7, 1974, the highest rate paid 
by General Motors Acceptance Corp. on 
its commercial paper with a maturity of 
less than 180 days was 10 percent. This 
rate was approximately 1 % percent less 
than the rate at which Oliio was then 
able to issue commercial paper of com¬ 
parable maturities and more than 2Y 2 
percent below the effective rate for bank 
borrowings based on the current prime 
rate of 11 percent and compensating 
balances of 15 percent to 20 percent. 
Based on past experience, the rate on 
these demand notes will consistently be 
lower than the comparable rates for com¬ 
mercial paper and bank borrowings in¬ 
cluding the effect of compensating 
balances. * 

Ohio proposes that certificates of noti¬ 
fication under rule 24 with respect to 
the issuance of Ohio's demand notes shall 
be filed quarterly as is presently done 
with respect to the issuance of Ohio’s 
commercial paper. 

No state commission and no federal 
commission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans¬ 
actions. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than June 
18, 1974, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held on such matter, stating the 
nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said post-effective amend¬ 
ment to the application which he desires 
to controvert; or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission should 
order a hearing thereon. Any such re¬ 
quest should be addressed: Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 


request should be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the applicant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in case of an at¬ 
torney at law, by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. At any time after 
said date, the application, as now 
amended or as it may be further 
amended, may be granted as provided in 
rule 23 of the general rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated under the Act, or the 
Commission may grant exemption from 
such rules as provided in rules 20(a) and 
100 thereof or take such other action as 
it may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

I seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12578 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am] 


(File No. 500-11 

ROYAL PROPERTIES INC. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 24,1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Royal Properties Inc. being 
traded otherwise than on a national se¬ 
curities exchange is required in the pub¬ 
lic interest and for the protection of 
investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange Is 
suspended, for the period from May 28, 
1974 through June 6, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

f seal! George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12579 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 ami 


[File No. 500-11 

STRATTON GROUP, LTD. 

Notice of Suspension of Trading 

May 24,1974. 

The common stock of Stratton Group, 
Ltd. being traded on the American Stock 
Exchange pursuant to provisions of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and all 
other securities of Stratton Group, Ltd. 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange; and 
It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired In the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 


Therefore, pursuant to sections 19(a) 
(4) and 15(c)(5) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, trading in such secu¬ 
rities on the above mentioned exchange 
and otherwise than on a national securi¬ 
ties exchange is suspended, for the period 
from May 25, 1974 through June 3, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-12577 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am[ 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[License No. 06/10-0061[ 

GENERAL SOUTHWEST INVESTMENT 
CORP. 

Notice of License Revocation 

Notice is hereby given that General 
Southwest Investment Corporation, Fort 
Worth, Texas was licensed by the Small 
Business Administration (SBA) to op¬ 
erate solely as a small business invest¬ 
ment company (SBIC) under the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended, was a defendant in a civil ac¬ 
tion brought by SBA. 

In an Order Discharging Receiver and 
Closing Estate, dated December 6. 1973, 
No. CA-4-927, the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of Texas 
has noted that all funds and assets have 
been turned over to SBA and that an 
order should be entered discharging the 
receiver and terminating the proceed¬ 
ings. 

Section 308(d) of the Act provides that 
the license of a small business invest¬ 
ment company may be forfeited if such 
company is determined and adjudged by 
a Court of the United States to have vio¬ 
lated the provisions of the Act or Regula¬ 
tions prescribed thereunder. 

Pursuant to the above authority, and 
based upon the determination and adju¬ 
dication of the Court in this case, SBA 
hereby revokes the license of the corpo¬ 
ration identified above. All powers, priv¬ 
ileges, rights and franchises heretofore 
available to the corporation by virtue of 
the license are hereby forfeited. 

Dated: May 20. 1974. 

James Thomas Phelan. 

Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment. 

[FR Doc.74-12456 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 


NORTHEAST SMALL BUSINESS 
INVESTMENT CORP. 

Notice of Issuance of Small Business 
Investment Company License 

On March 21, 1974, a notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
10671) stating that an application had 
been filed by Northeast Small Business 
Investment Corporation, 16 Cumberland 
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02115, with 
the Small Business Administration 
(SBA) pursuant to § 107.102 of the Reg¬ 
ulations governing small business invest¬ 
ment companies, (13 CFR (1974)) for a 
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license as a small business investment 
company. 

Interested parties were given until the 
close of business April 5, 1974. to submit 
their comments to SBA. No comments 
were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 301(c) of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, as amended, 
after having considered the application 
and all other pertinent information, SBA 
issued License No. 01/01-0275 to North¬ 
east Small Business Investment Cor¬ 
poration to operate as a small business 
investment company. 

Dated: May 20, 1974. 

James Thomas Phelan, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment Division. 

[PR Doc.74-12457 Filed 5-30-74:8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 

LABOR RESEARCH ADVISORY COUNCIL 
COMMITTEES 

Notice of Meetings and Agenda 

The regular spring meetings of com¬ 
mittees of the Labor Research Advisory 
Council will be held on June 11, 12, and 
13 in Room 4454, General Accounting 
Office Building, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The Labor Research Advisory Council 
and its committees advise the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics with respect to tech¬ 
nical matters associated with the Bu¬ 
reau’s programs. Membership cnosLsts of 
union research directors and staff mem¬ 
bers. 

The schedule and agenda of the meet¬ 
ings are as follows: 

Tuesday, June 11 

1:30 p.m.—Committee on Consumer and 
Wholesale Prices 

1. Opening Remarks. 

2. Status of the Consumer Price Index Re¬ 
vision Program. 

3. Annual Consumer Expenditure Survey 
Proposal. 

4. Review of FY 1974 Appropriations. 

a. Consumer Price Index—expanded 

monthly pricing. 

b. Wholesale Price Index—expansion of 
petroleum and transaction prices. 

c. International Price Competitiveness— 
expansion of export and import price indexes. 

5. Discussion of FY 1975 Budget Proposals. 

a. Wholesale Price Index—revision pro¬ 
gram. 

b. International Price Competitiveness— 
expansion program. 

Wednesday, June 12 

9:30 a.m.—Committee on Productivity and 
Technology 

1. Measurement of productivity in the 
Federal Government. 

2. Status of work on international com¬ 
parisons. 

a. Manufacturing and industry productiv¬ 
ity and cost measures. 

b. Compensation structure and trend 
studies. 

c. Comparison of unemployment levels. 

3. Additional work on productivity meas¬ 
ures for the private sector. 

4. Other business. 

1:30 p.m.—Committee on Manpower and 


Employment 

1. a. Expansion of Current Population 
Survey. 

b. Status of Procedures to be used in cal¬ 
culating State and Area Unemployment. 

2. The Standard Occupational Classifica¬ 
tion System. 

3. Proposals to Manpower Administration 
for Development of a Comprehensive Labor 
Market Information System as required un¬ 
der the Comprehensive Employment and 
Training Act of 1973. 

4. Status Reports: 

a. Survey of Training in Industry. 

b. Projections of Occupational Employ¬ 
ment for States and Areas. 

c. Occupational Employment Survey. 

d. Energy Employment Data. 

e. Modification of JOLTS. 

Thursday, June 13 

1:30 p.m.—Committee on Wages and In¬ 
dustrial Relations 

1. Review of work in progress. 

2. OWIR 1975 Budget and expected pro¬ 
gram; 1976 budget proposals—The former are 
awaiting Congressional approval; the latter 
are OWIR proposals to the Bureau. 

3. Proposed studies relating to amended 
Fair Labor Standards Act—Five different 
types of surveys have been requested, each 
relating to some provision of the new legis¬ 
lation. 

4. Pension research and Federal govern¬ 
ment data sources—New pension legislation 
includes section on research which will 
probably influence OWIR activity. But data 
are also produced by other agencies, e.g., 
HEW and Treasury, which can be useful in 
appraising the levels and trends of pensions. 

5. Report of the LEAC subcommittee on the 
General Wage Index. 

6. Report on studies of productivity com¬ 
mittees under collective bargaining for the 
National Productivity Commission—A dis¬ 
cussion of the findings of case studies on the 
nature, structure, and activities of commit¬ 
tees established in bargaining agreements. 

7. Changes in the PATC survey—The Civil 
Service Commission is studying possible 
changes in the scope of the survey. The dis¬ 
cussion will indicate the directions such 
studies appear to be taking. 

The meetings are open. It is suggested 
that persons planning to attend as ob¬ 
servers contact Joseph P. Goldberg, Ex¬ 
ecutive Secretary, Labor Research Ad¬ 
visory Council on ( Area Code 202) 961- 
2247. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 24th 
day of May 1974. 

Julius Shiskin, 

Commissioner of Labor Statistics. 

|FR Doc.74-12488 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am) 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 
* [ V-73-241 

GRUBB & ELLIS DEVELOPMENT CO. 

Grant of Variance 

I. Background. Grubb & Ellis Devel¬ 
opment Co. 1939 Harrison Street, Suite 
500, Oakland, California 94612 made ap¬ 
plication pursuant to section 6(d) of the 
Williams-Steiger Occupational Safety 
and Health Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1596; 
29 U.S.C. 655) and 29 CFR 1905.11 for 
a variance from the safety standards 
prescribed in 29 CFR 1910.66(b) (3). The 
standard requires that all new powered 


platforms for exterior building main¬ 
tenance meet the requirements of Parts 
n and IH of ANSI A120.1-1970. The 
facility affected by this application is 
Grubb & Ellis Development Co., 1333 
Broadway. Oakland, California 94612. 
Notice of the application was published 
in the Federal Register on October 11, 
1973 (38 FR 28122). The notice invited 
interested persons, including affected 
employers and employees, to submit 
written data, views, and arguments re¬ 
garding the grant or denial of the vari¬ 
ance requested. In addition, affected em¬ 
ployers and employees were notified of 
their right to request a hearing on the 
application for a variance. No written 
comments and no request for a hearing 
have been received. 

II. Facts. The vertical rise of the pow¬ 
ered maintenance platform on the ap¬ 
plicant’s building will vary from 117 to 
137 feet. Much of the east elevation has 
recessed store front windows which are 
impossible to wash from the platform. 
The curtain wall has a recessed spandrel 
beam at each floor which makes impos¬ 
sible the inclusion of the continuous T- 
rails or indented mullions required by 
Paragraph 11.2.1 of ANSI A120.1-1970 
on buildings having powered platforms 
with a rise of at least 130 feet. 

The applicant will use a platform 
equipped with angulated roping. The 
platform suspension point is 6" in from 
the center of the stirrup so the platform 
has initial pull-in. At the 8th and 4th 
floors eye-bolts will be installed for 
tying-in the wire ropes for added pull-in 
as the platform descends. The drawings 
also show that the platform is equipped 
with building face wheels. 

HI. Decision. ANSI A120.1-1970 Para¬ 
graph 11.2.1 requires that the face of 
buildings over 130 feet in height be 
equipped with T-rails, indented mullions 
or equivalent guides to provide positive 
and continuous contact with the work 
platform. This is intended to absorb 
wind forces and horizontal components 
of dead and live loads on the working 
platforms. 

One face of the applicant’s building 
has a rise of 137 feet. This face is sub¬ 
ject to the requirement in ANSI A 120.1- 
1970 Paragraph 11.2.1 for positive con¬ 
tact guides such as T-rails or indented 
mullions on the building face. 

The design of the applicant’s building 
does not allow the installation of these 
guides. The applicant is providing the 
building face rollers and angulated rop¬ 
ing that are required for buildings of 
less than 130 feet in ANSI A120.1-1970 
Paragraph 13.8. However, it is going be¬ 
yond the basic requirements of that 
ANSI standard in that it is using eye- 
bolts every 4 floors for additional pull-in. 
This will restrict horizontal movement 
approximately every 40 feet. 

Considering the fact that the building 
only exceeds the 130 foot height by 7 
feet, and that eye-bolts are used at the 
4th and 8th floors, the applicant is pro¬ 
viding a place of employment as safe as 
that required by 29 CFR 1910.66(b)(3) 
and ANSI A120.1-1970 Paragraph 11.2.1. 
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IV. Order . Pursuant to authority in 
section 6(d) of the Williams-Steiger Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health Act of 
1970, and in Secretary of Labor’s Order 
No. 12-71 (36 FR 8754), it is ordered that 
Grubb k Ellis Development Company be. 
and it is hereby, authorized to provide 
angulated roping with eye-bolts at the 
4th and 8th floors and building face 
rollers for the powered maintenance 


platform on its building at 1333 Broad¬ 
way, Oakland, California, in lieu of the 
positive contact guides required by 29 
CFR 1910.66(b)(3), 

As soon as possible Grubb k Ellis De¬ 
velopment Company shall give notice to 
affected employees of the terms of this 
order by the same means required to be 
used to inform them of the application 
for variance. 

Effective date. This order shall become 


effective on May 31, 1974, and shall re¬ 
main in effect until modified or revoked 
in accordance with section 6(d) of the 
Williams-Steiger Occupational Safety 
and Health Act of 1970. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 22nd 
day of May, 1974. 

John Stender, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc.74-12645 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN- 

ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket No. 13545; Arndt. No. 152-2] 

PART 152—AIRPORT AID PROGRAM 
Revised Requirements for Administration 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 152 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to implement certain revised 
requirements for administering grants- 
in-aid to State and local governments 
under the Airport and Airway Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1970. 

This amendment is based on a notice 
of proposed rule making (Notice No. 74- 
7) issued on February 14, 1974 and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Febru¬ 
ary 21, 1974 (39 FR 6674). Interested 
persons have been afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to participate in the making of 
these amendments, and due consider¬ 
ation has been given to all comments 
received in response to that notice. 

The basis for these revised adminis¬ 
trative requirements is Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget (OMB) Circular A-102 
dated October 19, 1971 (with supple¬ 
menting Transmittal Memorandums 
dated January 25, 1972 and September 8, 
1972), and OMB Circular A-87 dated 
May 9, 1968 (amended by Transmittal 
Memorandum No. 1 dated June 17, 1970). 

OMB Circular A-102 promulgated At¬ 
tachments A through O containing 
standards for establishing consistency 
and uniformity among Federal agencies 
in the administration of grants to State 
and local governments. Also included in 
the Circular are standards to insure the 
consistent implementation of sections 
202, 203, and 204 of the Intergovern¬ 
mental Cooperation Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 
1101 ). 

By memorandum of March 27, 1969, to 
the Office of Management and Budget, 
and to ten Federal agencies engaged in 
domestic grant-in-aid programs, the 
President ordered a three-year effort to 
simplify, standardize, decentralize and 
otherwise modernize the Federal grant 
machinery. The standards subsequently 
developed and included in the attach¬ 
ments to OMB Circular A-102 will re¬ 
place a multitude of varying and some¬ 
times conflicting requirements in the 
same or similar subject matters which 
have been burdensome to State and local 
governments. Inherent in this standardi¬ 
zation process is the concept of placing 
greater reliance on State and local gov¬ 
ernments. In addition. The Intergovern¬ 
mental Cooperation Act of 1968 was 
passed, in part, for the purposes of: (1) 
Achieving the fullest cooperation and 
coordination of activities among levels of 
government; (2) improving the adminis¬ 
tration of grants-in-aid to the States; 
and (3) establishing coordinated inter¬ 
governmental policy and administration 
of Federal assistance programs. This Act 
provided certain basic policies pertaining 
to administrative requirements to be im¬ 
posed upon the States as a condition to 
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receiving Federal grants. The imple¬ 
menting instructions of these policies 
were initially issued in OMB Circular 
A-96 dated August 29, 1969. OMB Cir¬ 
cular A-102 modifies these instructions 
in the interest of achieving further con¬ 
sistency in implementing that Act. 

OMB Circular A-102 includes 15 at¬ 
tachments, Attachments A through O, 
each of which prescribes standards for 
a separate area of grant administration, 
as follows: 

Attachment A—Cash Depositories 
Attachment B—Bonding and Insurance 
Attachment C—Retention and Custodial 
Requirements for Records 
Attachment D—Waiver of “Single** State 
Agency Requirements 
Attachment E—Program Income 
Attachment P—Matching Share 
Attachment O—Standards for Grantee Fi¬ 
nancial Management Sys¬ 
tems 

Attachment H—Financial Reporting Re¬ 
quirements 

Attachment I—Monitoring and Reporting of 
Program Performance 

Attachment J—Grant Payment Require¬ 
ments 

Attachment K—Budget Revision Procedures 
Attachment L—Grant Closeout Procedures 
Attachment M—Standard Forms for Apply¬ 
ing for Federal Assistance 
Attachment N—Property Management 
Standards 

Attachment O—Procurement Standards 

OMB Circular A-87 promulgates prin¬ 
ciples and standards for determining 
costs applicable to grants and contracts 
with State and local governments. They 
are designed to provide the basis for a 
uniform approach to the problem of de¬ 
termining costs and to promote efficiency 
and better relationships between grant¬ 
ees and their Federal counterparts. 

To the extent that OMB Circulars 
A-102 and A-87 are directive upon the 
FAA, those requirements have been, or 
will be, implemented by internal direc¬ 
tive or policy guidance. Standards and 
requirements applicable to sponsors or 
grantees are to be implemented by 
amendments to appropriate sections of 
Part 152 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations, and by including certain of the 
material as appendices to Part 152. For 
convenience and clarity. OMB Circular 
A-87 and Attachments G, N, and O of 
OMB Circular A-102, have been edited 
and appear as Appendix J, K, L, and M, 
respectively, of Part 152. In general, only 
those portions which are directive upon 
Federal agencies have been deleted as 
superfluous for the purposes of Part 152. 

This amendment implements a num¬ 
ber of significant changes in grant ad¬ 
ministration. A brief discussion of major 
changes is set forth below: 

Appendix J, which is derived from 
OMB Circular A-87, prescribes principles 
and standards for determining costs ap¬ 
plicable to grants and contracts with 
State and local governments, and will 
allow under the Planning Grant Pro¬ 
gram certain indirect costs, principally 
certain administrative costs, and require 
sponsors to support such costs by means 
of a cost allocation plan or indirect cost 
proposal. 


Appendix K, which is derived from 
Attachment G to OMB Circular A-102, 
prescribed standards for financial man¬ 
agement systems required to be estab¬ 
lished and maintained by sponsors. 

Appendix L, which is derived from At¬ 
tachment N to OMB Circular A-102, pre¬ 
scribes uniform standards governing the 
utilization and disposition of property 
furnished by the Federal Government or 
acquired in whole or in part with Fed¬ 
eral funds by State and local govern¬ 
ments. 

Appendix M, which is derived from 
Attachment O of OMB Circular A-102, 
provides standards for use by State and 
local governments in establishing pro¬ 
cedures for the procurement of supplies, 
equipment, construction, and other serv¬ 
ices with Federal grant funds. 

New application and payment forms 
are implemented by this amendment. 
The grant agreement form currently in 
use would continue to be used. 

Revised grant payment procedures are 
provided for. Generally, reimbursement 
up to the full amount of the grant with¬ 
out audit may be made where allowabil¬ 
ity of costs can be determined prior to 
audit, and partial grant payments could 
be made as advance payments, under 
certain conditions, up to 90 percent of the 
estimated United States* share of project 
costs or the grant amount. 

Provisions for withholding of grant 
payments under certain conditions, and 
for suspension and termination of grants 
for cause or convenience, and for re¬ 
questing reconsideration of suspension 
or termination actions by the Adminis¬ 
trator are included. 

Information and data previously re¬ 
quired to be submitted in the summary 
of project costs and in periodic estimates 
will now be submitted in periodic finan¬ 
cial reports (requests for payment) and 
in program performance reports. 

Under the planning grant program, 
advance payments may be made by 
letters of credit or by Treasury check, 
under certain conditions, up to the full 
amount of the grant agreement. 

Real property donated to the sponsor 
by another public agency, and previously 
not an allowable project cost, will now 
be an allowable project cost, subject to 
the limitations of § 152.45(d) of Part 
152. 

Copies of OMB Circular A-102 and 
OMB Circular A-87 may be obtained 
from FAA Airports District offices and 
FAA Regional offices. 

By Executive Order dated May 9, 1973, 
the President transferred certain func¬ 
tions of the Office of Management and 
Budget relating to financial and property 
management to the Secretary of Com¬ 
merce and the Administrator of the Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration. Pursuant 
to that Order (which supersedes Execu¬ 
tive Order 11541 of July 1. 1970 to the 
extent that it is inconsistent therewith) 
the program administration standards 
promulgated by OMB Circulars A-87 and 
A-102 are now administered by the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the General Services 
Administration. 
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In the interest of Government-wide 
grant-in-aid program uniformity, devia¬ 
tion from the requirements of OMB Cir¬ 
cular A-102 and A-87 will be permitted 
only in exceptional cases and where ade¬ 
quate justification can be presented to 
the Administrator of the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration. However, as indi¬ 
cated in Notice 74-7, recommendations 
for change or amendment will be, and 
have been, carefully considered, and to 
the extent that such changes or amend¬ 
ments are permitted by existing law and 
appear to offer benefits in program ad¬ 
ministration, recommendations will be 
made to the Office of the Secretary of 
Transportation. 

A substantial portion of comments re¬ 
ceived in response to Notice No. 74-7 rec¬ 
ommended changes or amendments 
which would be at variance with the 
standards and procedures contained in 
OMB Circulars A-87 and A-102, and are 
not feasible within the constraint of gov¬ 
ernment-wide grant-in-aid program uni¬ 
formity. Consideration of these recom¬ 
mendations will be continued in the light 
of program experience, and with a view 
to future rulemaking and implementa¬ 
tion, where program deficiencies become 
apparent. 

In this connection, and in response to 
related comments, the PAA is initiating 
a review of current advance payment 
procedures in the interest of expediting 
such payments to sponsors. The feasi¬ 
bility of utilizing letters of credit, in the 
case of sponsors who qualify under the 
provisions of Attachment J of OMB Cir¬ 
cular A-102, is included in that review. 

In response to comments received, and 
in the interest of clarity and conform¬ 
ance with OMB Circulars A-87 and A- 
102, a number of minor changes from 
the amendments proposed have been 
made, as follows: 

Section 152.47(a)(8) has been re¬ 
worded to make it clear that only “di¬ 
rect” costs are allowable project costs; 
the word “specifically,” proposed to be 
deleted, is retained. 

Section 152.51(a), relating to contract¬ 
ing requirements has been amplified for 
clarity and to conform with OMB Circu¬ 
lar A-102 to include a statement of re¬ 
quirements relating to construction bids. 

Sections 152.63 <c) and (d), and 152.- 
143(b) have been changed to provide for 
a more definite date for the commence¬ 
ment of the record retention period. 

Sections 152.63(e) and 152.143(c) have 
been changed to delete the proposed re¬ 
quirement for transfer of custody of cer¬ 
tain records with long term retention 
value, since that requirement appears to 
be excessive to the requirements of A- 
102 and local law in some instances may 
prohibit such transfer of custody. 

Sections 152.69(c) and 152.141(c) have 
been changed to conform with A-102 to 
make it clear that cash advances will be 
made as close as administratively possi¬ 
ble to actual disbursements by the spon¬ 
sor. 

Section 152.69(d), relating to the with¬ 
holding of payments, has been changed 
by deleting the term “program objec¬ 
tives,” as vague and redundant. 
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Section 152.136, relating to contracting 
requirements for planning grants and 
preaward review, has been changed to 
conform with the requirements ap¬ 
plicable to development grants specified 
in § 152.53. 

Paragraph E.2.C. of Appendix J has 
been reworded to make it clear that only 
those costs incurred specifically for the 
purpose of the grant are allowable. 

Paragraph 3.(0 (6) of Appendix M has 
been changed to make it clear that pro¬ 
curements may be negotiated in any of 
the stated circumstances, and that not 
all conditions must be met. A number of 
editorial corrections have also been made 
in Appendix M. 

This amendment is made under the 
authority of sections 11 through 27 of the 
Airport and Airway Development Act of 
1970 (84 Stat. 220-233), and § 1.47(g) of 
the Regulations of the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Transportation (49 CFR 
§ 1.47(g)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
152 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective July 1. 1974. as set 
forth below. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 
24. 1974. 

Alexander P. Butterfield, 
Administrator. 

1. By amending § 152.23 as follows: 

a. By revising the section heading and 
amending the introductory portion of 
paragraph (a), and by inserting a new 
subparagraph (1), to read as follows: 

§ 152.23 Procedures: preapplication for 
aid; accompanying information. 

<a) Preapplication for aid. An eligible 
sponsor that desires to obtain Federal aid 
for eligible airport development must 
submit to the appropriate FAA office 
(Airports District Office having jurisdic¬ 
tion over the area where the sponsor is 
located, or, where there is no such office, 
the regional office having that jurisdic¬ 
tion; a preapplication on FAA Form 
5100-30, accompanied by the follow'ing: 

(1) A list of the items of airport de¬ 
velopment requested for programming, 
including an itemized estimated cost of 
such work. A sketch or sketches of the 
airport layout should be prepared in¬ 
dicating thereon by appropriate legend, 
the location of each item of work pro¬ 
posed. using the same item numbers as 
set forth in the itemization listing. 

b. By amending subparagraph (4)(i) 
by changing the reference “FAA Form 
5100-3” to “FAA Form 5100-30.” 

c. By renumbering paragraphs (a) 
(1). (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), as para¬ 
graphs (a) (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), 
and (8), respectively. 

§ 152.25 (Amended J 

2. By amending paragraph (a) of 
§ 152.25 by changing the reference “FAA 
Form 5100-10” to “FAA Form 5100-100.” 

§ 152.29 (Amended] 

3. By amending paragraph (a) of 
5 152.29 by deleting the wwd “contains” 
In the second sentence and by substitut¬ 
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ing in lieu thereof the words “maist 
include.” 

§ 132.47 [Amended] 

4. By amending § 152.47 as follows: 

a. By amending paragraph (a)(8> by 
inserting the word “direct” following the 
wwd “incidental.” 

b. By deleting paragraph (b)(5) and 
by renumbering subparagraph (b)(6) as 
subparagraph (b) (5). 

c. By adding a new paragraph (c) (6) 
to read as follows: 

(6) Be a direct cost determined in ac¬ 
cordance with the cost principles for 
States and local governments in Ap¬ 
pendix J of this part. 

5. By amending § 152.51 as follows: 

a. By amending the section heading 
and by inserting a new paragraph (a) 
to read as follows: 

§ 152.51 Contract mg requirement*: |n*r- 
forniance of construction work; gen¬ 
eral requirements. 

(a) Contracting requirements. Each 
contract under a project must meet the 
requirements of local law and the re¬ 
quirements and standards contained in 
Appendix M of this part. The sponsor 
shall establish procedures for procure¬ 
ment of supplies, equipment, construc¬ 
tion, and other services funded under 
the project which meet the requirements 
of Appendix M. All bids for construction 
or facility improvement in excess of 
$100,000 shall be accompanied by a bid 
guarantee consisting of a firm commit¬ 
ment such as a bid bond, certified check 
or other negotiable instrument equiva¬ 
lent to five percent of the bid price as 
assurance that the bidder will, upon ac¬ 
ceptance of his bid, execute such con¬ 
tractual documents as may be required 
within the time specified. 

• • • * • 

b. By deleting paragraph (b) and by 
redesignating paragraph (a; as para¬ 
graph (b). 

§ 152.53 r Amended 1 

6. By amending § 152.53 as follows: 

a. By amending paragraph (a) by 
deleting the figures “$2,000” that appear 
in the first sentence and by substituting 
in lieu thereof the figures “$2,500.” 

b. By deleting the words “and that the 
contract conforms to the sponsor’s grant 
agreement with the United States” which 
appear at the end of the first sentence 
in paragraph (e). 

c. By amending paragraph (e) by add¬ 
ing the following at the end thereof: 

(e) • 4 4 A sponsor’s proposed con¬ 
tract must have preaward review T and 
approval of the FAA in any of the fol¬ 
lowing circumstances: 

(1) The sponsor has not complied with 
the standards of Appendix M of this part. 

(2) The contract is proposed to be 
awarded on a sole-source basis and is 
expected to exceed $5,000. 

(3) The proposed contract is expected 
to exceed $500,000. 

(4) The sponsor has not previously re¬ 
ceived a grant from the Department of 
Transportation. 
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(5) The FAA requests that the pro¬ 
posed contract be submitted for pre¬ 
award review and approval. 

7. By revising § 152.63 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.63 Financial management sys¬ 
tem*: accounting and audit of spon¬ 
sor and contractor records. 

(a> Financial management system. 
Each sponsor shall establish and main¬ 
tain a financial management system that 
meets the standards of Appendix K of 
this Part. 

<b) Accounting records. Each sponsor 
shall establish and maintain, for each 
individual project, an adequate account¬ 
ing record to allow appropriate person¬ 
nel of the FAA to determine all funds 
received (including funds of the spon¬ 
sor and funds received from the United 
States or other sources >. and to deter¬ 
mine the allowability of all incurred costs 
of the project. The sponsor shall seg¬ 
regate and group project cost so that it 
can furnish, on due notice, cost infor¬ 
mation in the following cost classifica¬ 
tions: 

(1) Purchase price or value of land. 

(2) Cost of relocation payment and 
assistance 

(3) Incidental costs of land acquisi¬ 
tion. 

(4) Costs of contract construction. 

(5) Cost of force account construc¬ 
tion. 

(6) Engineering costs of plans and 
designs. 

(7) Engineering costs of supervision 
and inspection. 

(8) Other administrative costs. 

(c) Documentary evidence. The spon¬ 
sor shall obtain and retain, for a period 
of three (3) years after the date of the 
submission of the final expenditure re¬ 
port, documentary evidence such as in¬ 
voices, cost estimates, and payrolls sup¬ 
porting each item of project costs. 

(d) Retention of evidence of payment. 
The sponsor shall retain, for a period of 
three (3) years after the date of the sub¬ 
mission of the final expenditure report, 
evidence of all payments for items of 
project costs including vouchers, can¬ 
celled checks or warrants, and receipts 
for cash payments. 

(e) Availability of records. The spon¬ 
sor shall allow the Administrator and the 
Comptroller General of the United 
States, or an authorized representative of 
either of them, access to any of its books, 
documents, papers, and records that are 
pertinent to grants received under the 
Airport Development Aid Program for 
the purposes of accounting and audit. 
Appropriate FAA personnel may make 
progress audits at any time during the 
project, upon notice to the sponsor. If 
audit findings have not been resolved, 
records shall be retained until such find¬ 
ings have been resolved. Records for non¬ 
expendable property which was acquired 
with Federal funds shall be retained for 
3 years after final disposition of the prop¬ 
erty. Microfilm copy of original records 
may be substituted for original records 
with the approval of the FAA. If the FAA 
determines that certain records have 
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long-term retention value, the FAA shall 
request transfer of custody of those rec¬ 
ords to the FAA. 

(f) Availability of contractor's rec¬ 
ords. The sponsor shall include in each 
contract of the cost-reimbursable type 
a clause which allows the Administrator 
and the Comptroller General of the 
United States, or an authorized repre¬ 
sentative of either, access to the contrac¬ 
tor’s records pertinent to the contract 
for the purposes of accounting and audit. 

(g) Property management standards. 
The sponsor shall establish and maintain 
property management standards for the 
utilization and disposition of property 
furnished by the Federal government or 
acquired in whole or in part with Federal 
funds by the sponsor in accordance with 
Appendix L of this part. 

8. By adding a new § 152.64 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.64 IVoncomplianoe with condi¬ 
tion* of grant: suspension or termi¬ 
nation of grant. 

(a) Suspension of grant. If the spon¬ 
sor fails to comply with the conditions of 
the grant, the FAA may, by written no¬ 
tice to the sponsor, suspend the grant 
and withhold further payments pending 
corrective action by the sponsor or a de¬ 
cision to terminate the grant. After re¬ 
ceipt of notice of suspension, the sponsor 
may not incur additional obligations of 
grant funds during the suspension. All 
necessary and proper costs which the 
sponsor could not reasonably avoid dur¬ 
ing the period of suspension will be al¬ 
lowed, if such costs are in accordance 
with Appendix J of this part. 

(b) Termination for cause. If the spon¬ 
sor fails to comply with the conditions 
of the grant, the FAA may, by written 
notice to the sponsor, terminate the 
grant in whole, or in part. The notice of 
termination will contain the reasons for 
termination and the effective date of 
termination. After receipt of the notice 
of termination the sponsor may not in¬ 
cur additional obligations of grant funds. 
Payments to be made to the sponsor or 
recoveries of payments by the FAA under 
the grant shall be in accordance with 
the legal rights and liabilities of the 
parties. 

(c) Termination for convenience. 
When the continuation of the project 
would not produce beneficial results 
commensurate with the further expendi¬ 
ture of funds, the grant may be termi¬ 
nated in whole, or in part, upon mutual 
agreement of the FAA and the sponsor. 
Agreement will be made upon the termi¬ 
nation conditions, including the effec¬ 
tive date and, in the case of partial ter¬ 
minations, the portion to be terminated. 
In such case the sponsor shall not incur 
new obligations for the terminated por¬ 
tion after the effective date, and shall 
cancel as many obligations, relating to 
the terminated portion, as possible. The 
sponsor will be allowed full credit for 
the Federal share of the noncancellable 
obligations which were properly incurred 
by the sponsor prior to the termination. 

(d) Request for reconsideration. In 
any case of suspension or termination. 


the sponsor may request the Administra¬ 
tor to reconsider the suspension or ter¬ 
mination. Such request for reconsidera¬ 
tion shall be made within 45 days after 
receipt of the notice of suspension or 
termination. 

9. By amending § 152.65 by revising the 
introductory portion of paragraph (a) to 
read as follows: 

§ 152.65 Grant payments: General. 

(a) Application. Except in those In¬ 
stances where the sponsor has secured 
prior approval by the FAA for the use 
of FAA Form 5100-61. an application for 
a grant payment is made on FAA Form 
5100-60, accompanied by any supporting 
information, including appraisals of 
property interests, that the FAA needs to 
determine the allowability of any costs 
for which payment is requested. 

• • • • • 

10. By adding a new § 152.66 to read 
as follows: 

§ 152.66 Reporting requirements. 

(a) Reporting on accrual basis. Spon¬ 
sors shall submit all financial reports on 
an accrual basis. If records are not 
maintained on an accrual basis, reports 
may be based on analysis of records or 
best estimates. 

(b) Report of Federal cash transac¬ 
tions. When funds are advanced to a 
sponsor by Treasury check, the sponsor 
shall submit FAA Form 5100-62 within 
15 working days following the end of 
each quarter. 

(c) Monitoring and reporting of pro¬ 
gram performance . The sponsor shall 
monitor performance under the project 
to assure that time schedules are being 
met, projected work units by time peri¬ 
ods are being accomplished, and that 
other performance goals are being 
achieved. Reviews shall be made for each 
item of development included in the 
project and other work to be performed 
as a condition of the grant agreement. 
The sponsor shall submit a performance 
report, on a quarterly basis, which must 
include— 

(1) A comparison of actual accom¬ 
plishments to the goals established for 
the period. Where applicable, a com¬ 
parison will be made on a quantitative 
basis related to cost data for computa¬ 
tion of unit costs; 

(2) Reasons for slippage in those 
cases where established goals are not 
met; and 

(3) Other pertinent information in¬ 
cluding, when appropriate, analysis and 
explanation of cost overruns or high 
unit costs. 

(d) Notice of delay or acceleration. 
The sponsor shall promptly notify the 
FAA of conditions or events which may 
delay or accelerate accomplishment of 
the project. In the event that delay is 
anticipated, a statement of actions 
taken or contemplated and Federal as¬ 
sistance required must be included. 

(e) Budget revision. If any perform¬ 
ance review conducted by the sponsor 
discloses a need for change in the budget 
estimates, the sponsor shall submit a 
request for budget revision on FAA Form 
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5100-100. Such request for prior ap¬ 
proval for budget revision shall be made 
promptly by the sponsor whenever: 

(1) The revision results from changes 
in the scope or objective of the project; 
or 

(2) The revision increases the budg¬ 
eted amounts of Federal funds needed 
to complete the project. 

(f) The sponsor shall promptly notify 
the FAA whenever the amount of the 
grant is expected to exceed the needs of 
the sponsor by more than $5,000 or 5 
percent of the grant amount, whichever 
is greater. 

11. By revising § 152.69 to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 152.69 Partial grant payments. 

<a) General. Subject to the final de¬ 
termination of allowable project costs as 
provided in § 152.71, partial grant pay¬ 
ments for project costs may be made to 
a sponsor upon application. Unless pre¬ 
viously agreed otherwise, a sponsor may 
apply for partial payments on a monthly 
basis. The payments may be paid, upon 
application made on FAA Form 5100-60. 
on the basis of the costs of airport devel¬ 
opment that is accomplished, or, with 
the prior approval by FAA for the use of 
FAA Form 5100-61, on the basis of the 
estimated costs of airport development 
expected to be accomplished. 

<b) Reimbursements. When allowa¬ 
bility of costs can be determined, grant 
payments are made in amounts large 
enough to bring the aggregate amount of 
all partial payments to the estimated 
United States' share of the project costs 
of the airport development accomplished 
under the project as of the date of the 
sponsor’s latest application for payment. 

<c) Advance payments. With prior 
FAA approval, and if the sponsor ap¬ 
plies, partial grant payments may be 
made as advance payments in an amount 
large enough to bring the aggregate 
amount of all partial payments to the 
estimated project costs of the airport 
development expected to be accomplished 
within 30 days after the date of the 
sponsor’s application for advance pay¬ 
ment. However, no such advance pay¬ 
ment may be made in an amount that 
would bring the aggregate amount of all 
partial payments for the project to more 
than 90 percent of the estimated United 
States’ share of the total estimated cost 
of all airport development included in 
the project, but not including contin¬ 
gency items, or 90 percent of the maxi¬ 
mum obligation of the United States as 
stated in the grant agreement, which¬ 
ever amount is the lower. In determining 
the amount of a partial grant payment, 
those project costs that the Administra¬ 
tor considers to be of questionable allow¬ 
ability are deducted both from the 
the amount of a partial grant payment, 
amount of project costs incurred and 
from the amount of the estimated total 
project cost. The timing and amount of 
cash advances shall be as close as ad¬ 
ministratively feasible to actual dis¬ 
bursements by the sponsor. 

/d) Payment to the sponsor may be 
withheld at any time during the grant 
period if the sponsor has failed to com¬ 


ply with grant award conditions or Fed¬ 
eral reporting requirements, or the spon¬ 
sor is indebted to the United States and 
collection of the indebtedness will not 
impair accomplishment of any grant pro¬ 
gram sponsored by the United States. 

12. By revising $ 152.71 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.71 Crani rloftfout requirement 

(a) Program income. Sponsors that 
are units of local government shall re¬ 
turn all interest earned on advances of 
grant-in-aid funds to the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment in accordance with a decision 
of the Comptroller General (42 Comp. 
Gen. 289 >. All other program income 
(gross income) earned by grant-sup- 
ported activities during the grant period 
shall be retained by the sponsor and, in 
accordance with the grant agreement: 

(1) Added to funds committed to the 
project by the FAA and the sponsor and 
used to further eligible program objec¬ 
tives; or 

(2) Deducted from the total project 
cost for the purpose of determining the 
net costs on which the Federal share of 
costs will be based. 

(b) Payment for cost incurred. When 
the project is completed in accordance 
with the grant agreement, the sponsor 
may apply for payment for incurred costs 
up to the maximum amount of the grant 
agreement. When allowability of costs 
can be determined under § 152.47, pay¬ 
ment may be made to the sponsor if— 

(1) A final inspection of all work at 
the airport site has been made jointly by 
the appropriate FAA office and repre¬ 
sentatives of the sponsor and the con¬ 
tractor, unless that office agrees to a dif¬ 
ferent procedure for final inspection; 

(2) The sponsor has furnished final 
“as-constructed” plans, unless otherwise 
agreed to by the Administrator: and 

(3) The FAA is satisfied that the proj¬ 
ect is completed. 

(c) Financial reports. The sponsor 
shall furnish within 90 days after the 
date of completion of a grant all finan¬ 
cial, performance, and other reports re¬ 
quired as a condition of the grant. 

<d) Property accounting reports. The 
sponsor shall account for any property 
acquired with grant funds, or received 
from the Government, in accordance 
with the provisions of Appendix L of this 
part. 

(e) Final determination of U.S. share. 
Based upon the final audit, the Adminis¬ 
trator determines the total amount of 
the allowable project costs and makes 
settlement for any upward or downward 
adjustments to the Federal share of 
costs. 

§ 152.73 [Amended] 

13. By amending paragraph (a) of 
§ 152.73 by changing the reference to 
“(FAA Form 5100-3)” to “(FAA Form 
5100-30).” 

14. By revising 3 152.75 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.75 Forms. 

(a) General. The forms used for the 
purposes of Subparts B and C, are as 
follows: 


(1) Preapplication for Federal Assist - 
a nee. FAA Form 5100-30. This form es¬ 
tablishes formal communication between 
the sponsor and the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. It contains four parts: 

(1) Part /. For pertinent information 
regarding the sponsor and type of assist¬ 
ance being requested. 

<ii) Part II. For pertinent information 
regarding ancillary statutory and ad¬ 
ministrative requirements which have to 
be considered in approval of a project. 

(iii) Part III. Project Budget. Identi¬ 
fication of the source and amounts of 
funds to be used in accomplishing the 
project. 

(iv) Part IV. Program Narrative 
Statement. For pertinent information 
describing the need, objectives, method 
of accomplishment, the geographical lo¬ 
cation of the project, and the benefits 
expected to be obtained from the assist¬ 
ance. 

(2) Project Application , FAA Form 
5100-100. A formal application for Fed¬ 
eral aid to carry out a project under Sub¬ 
parts B and C. It contains five parts: 

(i) Part I. For pertinent information 
regarding the sponsor and type of as¬ 
sistance being requested. 

(ii) Part II. Project Approval Infor¬ 
mation. For pertinent information 
regarding ancillary statutory and ad¬ 
ministrative requirements which have 
to be considered in approval of project. 

(iii) Part III. For pertinent budget in¬ 
formation necessary for calculation of 
the Federal grant. 

<iv) Part IV. Program narrative re¬ 
quired for all new grant programs. 

<v) Part V. Assurances. The applicant 
assures and certifies that he will comply 
with certain regulations, policies, guide¬ 
lines, and requirements as they relate 
to the application, acceptance and use of 
Federal funds for the proposed federally 
assisted project. 

(3> Grant Agreement, FAA Form 
5100-13; 

(i) Part I. Offer by the United States 
to pay a specified percentage of the al¬ 
lowable costs of the project, as described 
therein, on specified terms relating to 
the undertaking and carrying out of the 
project, determination of allowability of 
costs, payment of the United States’ 
share, and operation and maintenance of 
the airport in accordance with assur¬ 
ances in the project application. 

(ii) Part II. Acceptance of the offer 
by the sponsor, execution of the accep¬ 
tance by the sponsor, and certification 
by its attorney. 

(4> Application for Grant Payment: 

FAA Form 5100-50, FAA Form 5100-61. 
The Outlay Report and Request for Re¬ 
imbursement, FAA Form 5100-60, pro¬ 
vides a detailed breakout of costs in¬ 
curred by the sponsor, as well as certifi¬ 
cation provisions to be executed by the 
sponsor. Item 12. a. should be executed 
by a sponsor’s representative authorized 
to make the payment request. Item 12. b. 
should be executed by a sponsor’s repre¬ 
sentative qualified to make such certifi¬ 
cation. The Request for Advance or Re¬ 
imbursement, FAA Form 5100-61. does 
not provide a detailed breakout of in¬ 
curred costs; the certification is com- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 





19352 

pleted by the sponsor’s authorized offi¬ 
cial. The use of FAA Form 5100-61 re¬ 
quires prior approval of FAA. 

(5) Report of Federal Cash Transac¬ 
tions, FAA Form 5100-62. When funds 
are advanced to a sponsor through the 
use of FAA Form 5100-61 the sponsor 
submits an original and two copies of the 
Report of Federal Cash Transactions, 
FAA Form 5100-62 no later than 15 work¬ 
ing days following the end of each 
quarter. 

(b) Availability of forms. Copies of the 
forms listed in paragraph (a) of this 
section, and assistance in completing 
them are available from FAA offices. 

15. By revising § 152.123 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.123 Application requirements. 

(a> General. An eligible sponsor that 
desires to obtain Federal aid for eligible 
airport master planning or airport sys¬ 
tem planning, must submit to the ap¬ 
propriate FAA office a completed Ap¬ 
plication for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction Programs), FAA Form 
5100-101, signed by an authorized repre¬ 
sentative of the sponsor. 

(b) Coordination. Evidence of coor¬ 
dination with other agencies and the ap¬ 
propriate state and area-wide clearing¬ 
houses, as required by OMB Circular No. 
A-95, must be attached to the applica¬ 
tion. 

(c) Budget information. The budget 
information required with the applica¬ 
tion must be sub-divided into the follow¬ 
ing functions or activities, if appropriate, 
and the basis for computation of these 
costs must be included in the submission: 

(1) Third party contracts; 

(2) Sponsor force account costs; and 

(3) Administrative costs. 

(d) Program narrative. The program 
narrative submitted with the application 
must contain at least the following 
items: 

(1) Objective of study: a description 
of the purpose and objectives of the 
planning study. 

(2) Results and benefits expected: a 
summation of the results and benefits 
anticipated as a result of the study. 

(3) Work Statement: a detailed de¬ 
scription of the proposed project work. 
This statement must include a descrip¬ 
tion of each work element, a list of or¬ 
ganizations, consultants, or other key 
individuals who will work on the project, 
and the nature of their contribution, and 
a proposed schedule of work accomplish¬ 
ment. 

(4) Geographic Location: the location 
of the airport or the boundaries of the 
planning area. 

(e) Sponsor force account. If the spon¬ 
sor proposes to accomplish the project 
work with its own forces, or those of 
another public or planning agency, it 
must request approval from the appro¬ 
priate FAA office. In requesting this ap¬ 
proval, the sponsor must submit, as part 
of the program narrative, assurance that 
adequate competent personnel are avail¬ 
able to satisfactorily accomplish the pro¬ 
posed planning. 
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16. By amending paragraph (b)(1) of 
§ 152.125 to read as follows: 

§ 152.125 Sponsor eligibility. 

• + » * * 

(b) Eligibility requirements. * * * 

(1) Make the certifications, represen¬ 
tations, and warranties required in the 
Application for Federal Assistance (FAA 
Form 5100-101). 

* # • • • 

§ 152.129 [Amended] 

17. By amending paragraph (c) (18) of 
§ 152.129 by changing the reference to 
“Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular No. A-87” to “Appendix J of tills 
part.” 

§ 152.131 [Amended] 

18. By amending paragraph (b) (14) of 
§ 152.131 by changing the reference to 
“Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular No. A-87” to “Appendix J of this 
part.” 

19. By adding a new § 152.136 to read 
as follows: 

§ 152.136 Contracting requirements. 

(a) Each contract under a project 
must meet the requirements of local law 
and the requirements and standards 
contained in Appendix M of this Part. 

(b) A sponsor’s proposed contract 
must have preaward review and approval 
of the FAA in any of the following cir¬ 
cumstances: 

(1) The sponsor has not complied with 
the standards of Appendix M of this 
part. 

(2) The contract is proposed to be 
awarded on a sole-source basis and is 
expected to exceed $5,000. 

(3) The proposed contract is expected 
to exceed $500,000. 

(4) The sponsor has not previously re¬ 
ceived a grant from the Department of 
Transportation. 

(5) The FAA requests that the pro¬ 
posed contract be submitted for pre¬ 
award review and approval. 

§ 152.137 [Amended] 

20. By amending paragraph (e) of 
§ 152.137 by changing the reference to 
“Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular No. A-87” to “Appendix J of this 
part.” 

21. By adding a new § 152.140 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.140 Reporting requirements. 

(a) Reporting on accrual basis. Spon¬ 
sors shall submit all financial reports on 
an accrual basis. If records are not main¬ 
tained on an accrual basis, reports may 
be based on analysis of records or best 
estimates. 

(b) Report of Federal cash transac¬ 
tions. When funds are advanced to a 
sponsor by letters of credit or Treasury 
check, the sponsor shall submit FAA 
Form 5100-62 within 15 working days 
following the end of each quarter. 

(c) Monitoring and reporting of pro¬ 
gram performance. The sponsor shall 
monitor performance under the project 
to assure that time schedules are being 


met, projected work units by time periods 
are being accomplished, and other per¬ 
formance goals are being achieved. Re¬ 
views shall be made for each work ele¬ 
ment included in the project and other 
work to be performed as a condition of 
the grant agreement. The sponsor shall 
submit a performance report, on a quar¬ 
terly basis, which must include— 

(1) A comparison of actual accom¬ 
plishments to the goals established for 
the period. Where applicable, a compari¬ 
son will be made on a quantitative basis 
related to cost data for computation of 
work element costs; 

(2) Reasons for slippage in those cases 
where established goals are not met; and 

(3) Other pertinent information in¬ 
cluding, when appropriate, analysis and 
explanation of cost overruns or high 
work element costs. 

(d) Notice of delay or acceleration. The 
sponsor shall promptly notify the FAA 
of conditions or events which may delay 
or accelerate accomplishment of the 
project. In the event that delay is an¬ 
ticipated, a statement of actions taken 
or contemplated and Federal assistance 
required must be included. 

(e) Financial status report. The spon¬ 
sor shall submit a financial status report 
on FAA Form 5100-63 at the completion 
of the project. In the case of a project 
more than one year in duration, the re¬ 
port shall be submitted at the end of the 
first year after issuance of the grant 
and annually thereafter, and at comple¬ 
tion of the project. 

22. By revising § 152.141 to read as 
follows: 

§ 152.141 Grant payments. 

(a) Methods of payment. Grant pay¬ 
ments to sponsors will be made by letter 
of credit, advance by Treasury check, or 
reimbursement by Treasury checks. 

(b) Letter of credit funding. Letter of 
credit funding may not be used unless: 

(1) There is or will be a continuing 
relationship between a sponsor and the 
FAA for at least a 12-month period and 
the total amount of advances to be re¬ 
ceived within that period is $250,000 or 
more; 

(2) The sponsor has established or 
demonstrated to the FAA the willingness 
and ability to establish procedures that 
will minimize the time elapsing between 
the transfer of funds and their disburse¬ 
ment by the grantee; and 

(3) The sponsor’s financial manage¬ 
ment system meets the standards for 
fund control and accountability pre¬ 
scribed in Appendix K of this Part. 

(c) Advance by Treasury check. Ad¬ 
vance of funds by Treasury check may 
be made if the sponsor meets the re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (b) (2) and 
(3) of this section. The timing and 
amount of cash advances shall be as close 
as administratively feasible to actual dis¬ 
bursements by the sponsor. 

(d) Reimbursement by Treasury check. 
Reimbursement by Treasury check shall 
be made if the sponsor does not meet the 
requirements of paragraph (b) (2) and 
(3) of this section. 
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(e) Request for payment. Except when 
grant payment Is to be made by letter 
of credit, requests for payment must be 
made on FAA Form 5100-61. Request for 
Advance or Reimbursement. 

(f) Withholding of payments. Pay¬ 
ment to the sponsor may be withheld at 
any time during the grant period if a 
sponsor has failed to comply with the 
program objectives, grant award condi¬ 
tions, or Federal reporting requirements, 
or the sponsor is indebted to the United 
States and collection of the indebtedness 
will not impair accomplishment of the 
objectives of any grant program spon¬ 
sored by the United States. 

23. By adding a new § 152.142 to read 
as follows: 

§ 152.142 Noncompliance with condi¬ 
tions of grant: suspension or termi¬ 
nation of grant. 

fa) Suspension of grant. If the spon¬ 
sor fails to comply with the conditions of 
the grant, the FAA may, by written no¬ 
tice to, the sponsor, suspend the grant and 
withhold further payments pending cor¬ 
rective action by the sponsor or a deci¬ 
sion to terminate the grant. After receipt 
of notice of suspension, the sponsor may 
not incur additional obligations of grant 
funds during the suspension. All neces¬ 
sary and proper costs w r hich the sponsor 
could not reasonably avoid during the 
period of suspension will be allowed, if 
such costs are in accordance with Ap¬ 
pendix J of this part. 

<b) Termination for cause. If the 
sponsor fails to comply with the condi¬ 
tions of the grant, the FAA may, by writ¬ 
ten notice to the sponsor, terminate the 
grant in whole, or in part. The notice of 
termination will contain the reasons for 
termination and the effective date of ter¬ 
mination. After receipt of the notice of 
termination the sponsor may not incur 
additional obligations of grant funds. 
Payments to be made to the sponsor or 
recoveries of payment by the FAA under 
the grant shall be in accordance with the 
legal rights and liabilities of the parties. 

(c) Termination for convenience. 
When the continuation of the project 
would not produce beneficial results com¬ 
mensurate with the further expenditure 
of funds, the grant may be terminated in 
whole, or in part, upon mutual agree¬ 
ment of the FAA and the sponsor. Agree¬ 
ment will be made upon the termination 
conditions, including the effective date 
and, In the case of partial terminations 
the portion to be terminated. In such case 
the sponsor shall not incur new obliga¬ 
tions for the terminated portion after 
the effective date, and shall cancel as 
many obligations, relating to the termi¬ 
nated portion, as possible. The sponsor 
will be allowed full credit for the Federal 
share of the noncancellable obligations 
which were properly incurred by the 
sponsor prior to the termination. 

<d) Request for reconsideration. In 
any case of suspension or termination, 
the sponsor may request the Administra¬ 
tor to reconsider the suspension or ter¬ 
mination. Such request for reconsidera¬ 
tion shall be made within 45 days after 
receipt of the notice of suspension or 
termination. 
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24. By amending § 152.143 by revis¬ 
ing the section heading and paragraphs 
(b) and (c), and by adding new para¬ 
graphs (e) and (f), to read as follows: 

§ 152.143 Financial management sys¬ 
tem; accounting and audit of spon¬ 
sor and contractor record*. 

* * • * • 

(b) Retention of evidence of pay¬ 
ments. The sponsor shall retain in its 
files, for a period of three years after 
the date of the submission of the final 
expenditure report, documentary evi¬ 
dence of— 

(1) Invoices, cost estimates, and pay¬ 
rolls, supporting each item of project 
costs; and 

(2) A11 payments for items of project 
costs including vouchers, cancelled 
checks or warrants, and receipts for 
cash payments. 

(c) Availability of records. The spon¬ 
sor shall allow the Administrator and 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or an authorized representative 
of either of them, access to any of its 
books, documents, papers, and records 
that are pertinent to grants received 
under the Planning Grant Program for 
the purposes of accounting and audit. 
Appropriate FAA personnel may make 
progress audits at any time during the 
project, upon notice to the sponsor. If 
audit findings have not been resolved, 
records shall be retained until such find¬ 
ings have been resolved. Records for 
nonexpendable property which was ac¬ 
quired with Federal funds shall be re¬ 
tained for 3 years after final disposition 
of the property. Microfilm copy of orig¬ 
inal records may be substituted for 
original records with the approval of the 
FAA. If the FAA determines that certain 
records have long-term retention value, 
the FAA shall request transfer of cus¬ 
tody of those records to the FAA. 

• • • • » 

(e) Financial management system. 
Each sponsor shall establish and main¬ 
tain a financial management system that 
meets the standards of Appendix K of 
this part. • 

(f) Property management standards. 
Each sponsor shall establish and main¬ 
tain property management standards 
for the utilization and disposition of 
property furnished by the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment, or acquired in whole or in part 
w r ith Federal funds by the sponsor, in 
accordance with Appendix L of this part. 
The sponsor shall account for any prop¬ 
erty acquired with grant funds, or re¬ 
ceived from the Federal Government, in 
accordance with Appendix L of this part. 

25. By adding a new § 152.145 to read 
as follows: 

§ 152.145 Grant closeont requirements. 

(a) Notice of completion. When a 
project has been completed and the final 
project report lias been received and 
accepted by the FAA, a notice of proj¬ 
ect completion will be furnished to the 
rponsor by the FAA. 

<b) Reports. The sponsor shall sub¬ 
mit to the FAA within 90 days after 
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receipt of the notice of completion all 
financial, performance, and other re¬ 
ports required as a condition of the 
grant. 

(c) Program income. Sponsors that are 
units of local governments shall return 
all interest earned on advances of grant- 
in-aid funds to the Federal Government 
in accordance with a decision of the 
Comptroller General <42 Comp. Gen. 
289). 

(d) Final audit and settlement. Based 
upon a final audit, the Administrator 
determines the total amount of the 
allowable project costs and makes settle¬ 
ment for any'adjustments to the Federal 
share of costs. 

26. By adding new appendices J, K, L, 
and M as set forth below: 

Appendix J 

There is set forth below principles for 
determining costs applicable to grants and 
contracts with State and local governments 
under the Airport and Airway Development 
Act of 1970: 

PRINCIPLES FOR DETERMINING COSTS APPLICABLE 

TO GRANTS AND CONTRACTS WITH STATE AND 

LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 

Part I—General 

A. Purpose and scope —1. Objectives. This 
Appendix sets forth principles for determin¬ 
ing the allowable costs of programs admin¬ 
istered by State and local governments under 
grants from and contracts with the Federal 
Government. The principles are for the pur¬ 
pose of cost determination and are not In¬ 
tended to identify the circumstances or dic¬ 
tate the extent of Federal and State or local 
participation in the financing of a particular 
grant. They are designed to provide that 
federally assisted programs bear their fair 
share of costs recognized under these princi¬ 
ples, except where restricted or prohibited by 
law. No provision for profit or other incre¬ 
ment above cost Is Intended. Under $ 152.47, 
Indirect costs are not allowable costs for 
Airport Development Projects. 

2. Policy guides . The application of these 
principles is based on the fundamental prem¬ 
ises that: 

a. State and local governments are respon¬ 
sible for the efficient and effective adminis¬ 
tration of grant and contract programs 
through the application of sound manage¬ 
ment practices. 

b. The grantee or contractor assumes the 
responslbUity for seeing that Federally as¬ 
sisted program funds have been expended and 
accounted for consistent with underlying 
agreements and program objectives. 

c. Each grantee or contractor organization, 
In recognition of its own unique combination 
of staff facilities and experience, wUl have 
the primary responsibility for employing 
whatever form of organization and manage¬ 
ment techniques may be necessary to assure 
proper and efficient administration. 

3. Application. These principles are appli¬ 
cable in determining costs incurred by State 
and local governments under Federal grants 
and coet reimbursement type contracts (in¬ 
cluding subgrants and subcontracts) under 
the Airport and Airway Development Act of 
1970. 

B. Definitions . 1. Approval or authorization 
of the grantor Federal agency means docu¬ 
mentation evidencing consent prior to in¬ 
curring specific cost, 

2. Cost allocation plan means the docu¬ 
mentation identifying, accumulating, and 
distributing allowable costs under grants and 
contracts together with the allocation meth¬ 
ods used. 
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3. Cost, as used herein, means cost as 
determined on a cash, accrual, or other basis 
acceptable to the Federal grantor agency as a 
discharge of the grantee’s accountability for 
Federal funds. 

4. Cost objective means a pool, center, or 
area established for the accumulation of cost. 
Such areas include organizational units, 
functions, objects or items of expense, as well 
as ultimate cost objectives including specific 
grants, projects, contracts, and other 
activities. 

5. Federal agency means the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. 

6. Grant means an agreement between the 
Federal Government and a State or local 
government whereby the Federal Government 
provides funds or aid In kind to carry out 
specified programs, services, or activities. The 
principles and policies stated In this appendix 
applicable to grants in general also apply to 
any Federally sponsored cost reimbursement 
type of agreement performed by a State or 
local government, including contracts, sub¬ 
contracts and subgrants. 

7. Grant program means those activities 
and operations of the grantee which are 
necessary to carry out the purposes of the 
grant, including any portion of the program 
financed by the grantee. 

8. Grantee means the department or agency 
of State or local government which is respon¬ 
sible for administration of the grant. 

9. Local unit means any political sub¬ 
division of government below the State level. 

10. Other State or local agencies means 
departments or agencies of the State or local 
unit which provide goods, facilities, and serv¬ 
ices to a grantee. 

11. Services, as used herein, means goods 
and facilities, as well as services. 

12. Supporting services means auxiliary 
functions necessary to sustain the direct 
effort involved in administering a grant pro¬ 
gram or an activity providing service to the 
grant program. These services may be cen¬ 
tralized in the grantee department or in 
some other agency, and include procurement, 
payroll, personnel functions, maintenance 
and operation of space, data processing, ac¬ 
counting, budgeting, auditing, mail and mes¬ 
senger service, and the like. 

C. Basic guidelines —1. Factors affecting 
allowability of costs. To be allowable under 
a grant program, costs must meet the fol¬ 
lowing general criteria: 

a. Be necessary and reasonable for proper 
and efficient administration of the grant pro¬ 
gram. be allocable thereto under these prin¬ 
ciples. and, except as specifically provided 
herein, not be a general expense required to 
carry out the overall responsibilities of State 
or local governments. 

b. Be authorized or not prohibited under 
State or local laws or regulations. 

c. Conform to any limitations or exclu¬ 
sions set forth in these principles. Federal 
laws, or other governing limitations as to 
types or amounts of cost items. 

d. Be consistent with policies, regulations, 
and procedures that apply uniformly to both 
Federally assisted and other activities of the 
unit of government of which the grantee is 
a part. 

e. Be accorded consistent treatment 
through application of generally accepted 
accounting principles appropriate to the cir¬ 
cumstances. 

f. Not be allocable to or Included as a 
cost of any other Federally financed program 
in either the current or a prior period. 

g. Be net of all applicable credits. 

2. Allocable costs, a. A cost is allocable to 
a particular cost objective to the extent of 
benefits received by such objective. 

b. Any cost allocable to a particular grant 
or cost objective under the principles pro¬ 
vided for in this Appendix may not be shifted 


to other Federal grant programs to overcome 
fund deficiencies, avoid restrictions imposed 
by law or grant agreements, or for other 
reasons. 

c. Where an allocation of Joint cost will 
ultimately result in charges to a grant pro¬ 
gram, an allocation plan will be required as 
prescribed in section J. 

3. Applicable credits, a. Applicable credits 
refer to those receipts or reduction of ex¬ 
penditure-type transactions which offset or 
reduce expense items allocable to grants as 
direct or Indirect costs. Examples of such 
transactions are: purchase discounts; rebates 
or allowances; recoveries or indemnities on 
losses; sale of publications, equipment, and 
scrap; income from personal or incidental 
services; and adjustments of overpayments 
or erroneous charges. 

b. Applicable credits may also arise when 
Federal funds are received or are available 
from sources other than the grant program 
involved to finance operations or capital 
items of the grantee. This includes costs aris¬ 
ing from the use or depreciation of items 
donated or financed by the Federal Govern¬ 
ment to fulfill matching requirements under 
another grant program. These types of credits 
should likewise be used to reduce related ex¬ 
penditures in determining the rates or 
amounts applicable to a given grant. 

D. Composition of cost — 1. Total cost. The 
total cost of a grant program is comprised 
of the allowable direct cost incident to its 
performance, plus its allocable portion of 
allowable indirect costs, less applicable 
credits. 

2. Classification of costs. There is no uni¬ 
versal rule for classifying certain costs as 
either direct or indirect under every account¬ 
ing system. A cost may be direct with re¬ 
spect to some specific service or function, but 
indirect with respect to the grant or other 
ultimate cost objective. It is essential there¬ 
fore that each item of cost be treated con¬ 
sistently either as a direct or an indirect 
cost. Specific guides for determining direct 
and indirect costs allocable under grant pro¬ 
grams are provided in the sections which 
follow. 

E. Direct costs — 1 . General. Direct costs 
are those that can be identified specifically 
with a particular cost objective. These costs 
may be charged directly to grants, contracts, 
or to other programs against which costs 
are finally lodged. Direct costs may also be 
charged to cost objectives used for the ac¬ 
cumulation of costs pending distribution in 
due course to grants and other ultimate cost 
of objectives. 

2. Application. Typical direct costs charge¬ 
able to grant programs are: 

a. Compensation of employees for the time 
and effort devoted specifically to the execu¬ 
tion of grant programs. 

b. Cost of materials acquired, consumed, 
or expended specifically for the purpose of 
the grant. 

c. Equipment cost and other approved 
capital expenditures incurred specifically 
for the purpose of the grant. 

d. Other items of expense incurred specifi¬ 
cally to carry out the grant agreement. 

e. Services furnished specifically for the 
grant program by other agencies, provided 
such charges are consistent with criteria out¬ 
lined in Section G. of these principles. 

F. indirect costs — 1. General. Indirect costs 
are those (a) incurred for a common or Joint 
purpose benefiting more than one cost ob¬ 
jective. and (b) not readily assignable to the 
cost objectives specifically benefited, with¬ 
out effort disproportionate to the results 
achieved. The term “indirect costs,” as used 
herein, applies to costs of this type originat¬ 
ing in the grantee department, as well as 
those incurred by other departments in sup. 
plying goods, services, and facilities, to the 


grantee department. To facilitate equitable 
distribution of indirect expenses to the cost 
objectives served, it may be necessary to es¬ 
tablish a number of pools of indirect cost 
within a grantee department or in other 
agencies providing services to a grantee de¬ 
partment. Indirect cost pools should be dis¬ 
tributed to benefiting cost objectives on 
bases which will produce an equitable result 
in consideration of relative benefits derived. 

2. Grantee departmental indirect costs. 
All grantee departmental indirect costs, in¬ 
cluding the various levels of supervision, are 
eligible for allocation to grant programs pro¬ 
vided they meet the conditions set forth in 
this Appendix. In lieu of determining the 
actual amount of grantee departmental in¬ 
direct cost allocable to a grant program, 
the following methods may be used: 

a. Predetermined fixed rates for indirect 
costs. A predetermined fixed rate for com¬ 
puting indirect costs applicable to a grant 
may be negotiated annually in situations 
where the cost experience and other perti¬ 
nent facts available are deemed sufficient to 
enable the contracting parties to reach an 
informed Judgment (1) as to the probable 
level of indirect costs in the grantee depart¬ 
ment during the period to be covered by the 
negotiated rate, and (2) that the amount al¬ 
lowable under the predetermined rate would 
not exceed actual indirect costs. 

b. Negotiated lump sum for overhead. A 
negotiated fixed amount in lieu of indirect 
costs may be appropriate under circum¬ 
stances where the benefits derived from a 
grantee department’s indirect services can¬ 
not be readily determined as in the case of 
small, self-contained or isolated activity. 
When this method is used, a determination 
should be made that the amount negotiated 
will be approximately the same as the actual 
Indirect cost that may be incurred. Such 
amounts negotiated in lieu of indirect costs 
will be treated as an offset to total indirect 
expenses of the grantee department before 
allocation to remaining activities. The base 
on which such remaining expenses are allo¬ 
cated should be appropriately adjusted. 

3. Limitation on indirect costs, a. Federal 
grants may be subject to laws that limit the 
amount of indirect cost that may be allowed. 
Agencies that sponsor grants of this type 
will establish procedures which will assure 
that the amount actually allowed for in¬ 
direct costs under each such grant does not 
exceed the maximum allowable tinder the 
statutory limitation or the amount other¬ 
wise allowable under this Appendix, which¬ 
ever is the smaller. 

b. When the amount allowable under a 
statutory limitation is less than the amount 
otherwise allocable as indirect co6ts under 
this Appendix, the amount not recoverable 
as indirect costs under a grant may not be 
shifted to another Federally sponsored grant 
program or contract. 

G. Cost incurred by agencies other than 
the grantee — 1. General. The cost of service 
provided by other agencies may only include 
allowable direct costs of the service plus 
a pro rata share of allowable supporting 
costs (section B.12.) and supervision directly 
required in performing the service, but not 
supervision of a general nature such as that 
provided by the head of a department and 
his staff assistants not directly involved in 
operations. However, supervision by the head 
of a department or agency whose sole func¬ 
tion is providing the service furnished would 
be an eligible cost. Supporting costs Include 
those furnished by other units or the sup¬ 
plying department or by other agencies. 
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2. Alternative methods of determining in¬ 
direct cost. In lieu of determining actual 
Indirect cost related to a particular service 
furnished by another agency, either of the 
following alternative methods may be used 
provided only one method is used for a 
specific service during the fiscal year 
involved. 

a. Standard indirect rate. An amount 
equal to ten percent of direct labor cost in 
providing the service performed by another 
State agency (excluding overtime, shift, or 
holiday premiums and fringe benefits) may 
be allowed in lieu of actual allowable in¬ 
direct cost for that service. 

b. Predetermined fixed rate. A predeter¬ 
mined fixed rate for indirect cost of the 
unit or activity providing service may be 
negotiated as set forth in section F.2.a. 

H. Cost incurred by grantee department 
for others —1. General. The principles pro¬ 
vided in section G. will also be used in 
determining the cost of services provided 
by the grantee department to another 
agency. 

J. Cost allocation plan —1. General. A plan 
for allocation of costs will be required to sup¬ 
port the distribution of any Joint costs re¬ 
lated to the grant program. All costs included 
in the plan will be supported by formal ac¬ 
counting records which will substantiate the 
propriety of eventual charges. 

2. Requirements. The allocation plan of the 
grantee department should cover all Joint 
costs of the department as well as costs to 
be allocated under plans of other agencies 
or organizational units which are to be in¬ 
cluded in the costs of Federally sponsored 
programs. The cost allocation plans of all 
the agencies rendering services to the grantee 
department, to the extent feasible, should be 
presented in a single document. The alloca¬ 
tion plan should contain, but not necessarily 
be limited to, the following: 

a. The nature and extent of services pro¬ 
vided and their relevance to the Federally 
sponsored programs. 

b. The items of expense to be included. 

c. The methods to be used in distributing 
cost. 

3. Instructions for preparation of cost al¬ 
location plans. The Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, in consultation with 
the other Federal agencies concerned, will be 
responsible for developing and issuing the in¬ 
structions for use by State and local govern¬ 
ment grantees in preparation of cost allo¬ 
cation plans. This responsibility applies to 
both central support services at the State 
and local government level as well as indirect 
cost proposals of individual grantee depart¬ 
ments. 

4. negotiation and approval of indirect 
cost proposals for States, a. The Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, in col¬ 
laboration with the other Federal agencies 
concerned, will be responsible for negotiation, 
approval and audit of cost allocation plans, 
which will be submitted to it by the States. 
These plans will cover central support service 
costs of the State. 

b. At the grantee department level in a 
State, a single Federal agency will have re¬ 
sponsibility similar to that set forth in a. 
above for the negotiation, approval and audit 
of the indirect cost proposal. Cognizant Fed¬ 
eral agencies have been designated for this 
purpose. Changes which may be required 
from time to time in agency assignments will 
be arranged by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare in collaboration with 
the other interested agencies, and submitted 
to the Office of Management and Budget for 
final approval. A current list of agency as¬ 
signments will be maintained by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare. 
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c. Questions concerning the cost allocation 
plans approved under a. and b. above should 
be directed to the agency responsible for such 
approvals, 

5. Negotiation and approval of indirect cost 
proposals for local governments, a. Cost al¬ 
location plans will be retained at the local 
government level for audit by a designated 
Federal agency except in those cases where 
that agency requests that cost allocation 
plans be submitted to it for negotiation and 
approval. 

b. A list of cognizant Federal agencies 
assigned responsibility for negotiation, ap¬ 
proval and audit of central support service 
cost allocation plans at the local government 
level is being developed. Changes which may 
be required from time to time in agency 
assignments will be arranged by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare in 
collaboration with the other interested agen¬ 
cies, and submitted to Office of Management 
and Budget for final approval. A current list 
of agency assignments will be maintained by 
the Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare. 

c. At the grantee department level of local 
governments, the Federal agency with the 
predominant interest in the work of the 
grantee department will be responsible for 
necessary negotiation, approval and audit of 
the Indirect cost proposal. 

6. Resolution of problems. To the extent 
that problems are encountered among the 
Federal agencies in connection with 4. and 
5. above, the Office of Management and Bud¬ 
get will lend assistance as required. 

Part II—Standards for Selected Items of Cost 

A. Purpose and applicability —1. Objective. 
This part of Appendix J provides standards 
for determining the allowability of selected 
items of cost. 

2. Application. These standards will apply 
irrespective of whether a particular item 
of cost is treated as direct or indirect cost. 
Failure to mention a particular item of cost 
in the standards is not intended to Imply 
that it is either allowable or unallowable, 
rather determination of allowability in each 
case should be based on the treatment of 
standards provided for similar or related 
items of co6t. The allowability of the selected 
items of cost is subject to the general poli¬ 
cies and principles stated in Part I of this 
Appendix. 

B. Allowable costs —1. Accounting. The cost 
of establishing and maintaining accounting 
and other information systems required for 
the management of grant programs is allow¬ 
able. This includes cost incurred by central 
service agencies for these purposes. The cost 
of maintaining central accounting records 
required for overall State or local govern¬ 
ment purposes, such as appropriation and 
fund accounts by the Treasurer, Comptroller, 
or similar officials, is considered to be a 
general expense of government and is not 
allowable. 

2. Advertising. Advertising media includes 
newspapers, magazines, radio and television 
programs, direct mail, trade papers, and the 
like. The advertising costs allowable are those 
which are solely for: 

a. Recruitment of personnel required for 
the grant program. 

b. Solicitation of bids for the procurement 
of goods and services required. 

c. Disposal of scrap or surplus materials 
acquired In the performance of the grant 
agreement. 

d. Other purposes specifically provided for 
in the grant agreement. 

3. Advisory councils. Costs incurred by 
State advisory councils or committees es¬ 
tablished pursuant to Federal requirements 
to carry out grant programs are allowable. 
The cost of like organizations is allowable 
when provided for in the grant agreement. 
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4. Audit service. The cost of audits neces¬ 
sary for the administration and management 
of functions related to grant programs is 
allowable. 

5. Bonding. Costs of premiums on bonds 
covering employees who handle grantee 
agency funds are allowable. 

6. Budgeting. Costs incurred for the de¬ 
velopment, preparation, presentation, and 
execution of budgets are allowable. Costs for 
services of a central budget office are gen¬ 
erally not allowable since these are costs of 
general government. However, where em¬ 
ployees of the central budget office actively 
participate in the grantee agency’s budget 
process, the cost of identifiable services is 
allowable. 

7. Building lease management. The admin¬ 
istrative cost for lease management which 
includes review of lease proposals, mainte¬ 
nance of a list of available property for lease, 
and related actlvties is allowable. 

8. Central stores. The cost of maintaining 
and operating a central stores organization 
for supplies, equipment, and materials used 
either directly or indirectly for grant pro¬ 
grams is allowable. 

9. Communications. Communication costs 
incurred for telephone calls or service, tele¬ 
graph. teletype service, wide area telephone 
service (WATS), centrex, telpak (tie lines), 
postage, messenger service and similar ex¬ 
penses are allowable. 

10. Compensation for personal services — 
a. General. Compensation for personal serv¬ 
ices includes all remuneration, paid currently 
or accrued, for services rendered during the 
period of performance under the grant agree¬ 
ment. including but not necessarily limited 
to wages, salaries, and supplementary com¬ 
pensation and benefits (section B.13.). The 
costs of such compensation are allowable to 
the extent that total compensation for indi¬ 
vidual employees: (1) is reasonable for the 
services rendered, (2) follows an appoint¬ 
ment made in accordance with State or local 
government laws and rules and which meets 
Federal merit system or other requirements, 
where applicable: and (3) is determined and 
supported as provided in b. below. Compen¬ 
sation for employees engaged in Federally 
assisted activities will be considered rea¬ 
sonable to the extent that it is consistent 
with that paid for similar work In other 
activities of the State or local government. 
In cases where the kinds of employees re¬ 
quired for the Federally assisted activities 
are not found in the other activities of the 
State or local government, compensation will 
be considered reasonable to the extent that 
it is comparable to that paid for similar work 
in the labor market in which the employing 
government competes for the kind of em¬ 
ployees involved. Compensation surveys pro¬ 
viding data representative of the labor mar¬ 
ket involved will be an acceptable basis for 
evaluating reasonableness. 

b. Payroll and distribution of time. 
Amounts charged to grant programs for per¬ 
sonal services, regardless of whether treated 
as direct or indirect costs, will be based on 
payrolls documented and approved in ac¬ 
cordance with generally accepted practice of 
the State or local agency. Payrolls must be 
supported by time and attendance or equiv¬ 
alent records for individual employees. Sal¬ 
aries and wages of employees chargeable to 
more than one grant program or other cost 
objective will be supported by appropriate 
time distribution records. The method used 
should product an equitable distribution of 
time and effort. 

11. Depreciation and use allowances, a. 
Grantees may be compensated for the use of 
buildings, capital improvements, and equip¬ 
ment through use allowances or depreciation. 
Use allowances are the means of providing 
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compensation In lieu of depreciation or other 
equivalent costs. However, a combination of 
the two methods may not be used in con¬ 
nection with a single class of fixed assets. 

b. The computation of depreciation or use 
allowance will be based on acquisition cost. 
Where actual cost records have not been 
maintained, a reasonable estimate of the 
original acquisition cost may be used in the 
computation. The computation will exclude 
the cost or any portion of the cost of build¬ 
ings and equipment donated or borne di¬ 
rectly or Indirectly by the Federal Govern¬ 
ment through charges to Federal grant pro¬ 
grams or otherwise, irrespective of where 
title was originally vested or where it pres¬ 
ently resides. In addition, the computation 
will also exclude the cost of land. Deprecia¬ 
tion or a use allowance on idle or excess 
facilities is not allowable, except when 
specifically authorized by the grantor Fed¬ 
eral agency. 

c. Where the depreciation method is fol¬ 
lowed. adequate, property records must be 
maintained, and any generally accepted 
method of computing depreciation may be 
used. However, the method of computing de¬ 
preciation must be consistently applied for 
any specific asset or class of assets for all 
affected federally sponsored programs and 
must result in equitable charges considering 
the extent of the use of the assets for the 
benefit of such programs. 

d. In lieu of depreciation, a use allowance 
for buildings and improvements may be com¬ 
puted at an annual rate not exceeding two 
percent of acquisition cost. The use allow¬ 
ance for equipment (excluding items prop¬ 
erly capitalized as building cost) will be 
computed at an annual rate not exceeding 
six and two-thirds percent of acquisition 
cost of usable equipment. 

e. No depreciation or use charge may be 
allowed on any assets that would be consid¬ 
ered as fully depreciated, provided, how¬ 
ever, that reasonable use charges may be 
negotiated for any such assets if warranted 
after taking into consideration the cost of 
the facility or item Involved, the estimated 
useful life remaining at time of negotiation, 
the effect of any Increased maintenance 
charges or decreased efficiency due to age, 
and any other factors pertinent to the 
utilization of the facility or item for the 
purpose contemplated. 

12. Disbursing service. The cost of disburs¬ 
ing grant program funds by the Treasurer 
or other designated officer is allowable. Dis¬ 
bursing services cover the processing of 
checks or warrants, from preparation to re¬ 
demption. including the necessary records of 
accountability and reconciliation of such 
records with related cash accounts. 

13. Employee fringe benefits . Costs identi¬ 
fied under a. and b. below are allowable to 
the extent that total compensation for em¬ 
ployees is reasonable as defined in section 
B.10. 

a. Employee benefits in the form of regular 
compensation paid to employees during 
periods of authorized absences from the Job, 
such as for annual leave, sick leave, court 
leave, military leave, and the like, if they are: 
(1) provided pursuant to an approved leave 
system, and (2) the cost thereof is equitably 
allocated to all related activities. Including 
grant programs. 

b. Employee benefits in the form of em¬ 
ployers’ contribution or expenses for social 
security, employees’ life and health insur¬ 
ance plans, unemployment insurance cover¬ 
age. workmen’s compensation insurance, pen¬ 
sion plans, severance pay. and the like, pro¬ 
vided such benefits are granted under ap¬ 
proved plans and are distributed equitably 
to grant programs and to other activities. 

14. Employee morale, health and welfare 
costs. The costs of health or first-aid clinics 


and/or infirmaries, recreational facilities, 
employees’ counseling services, employee in¬ 
formation publications, ftnd any related ex¬ 
penses incurred in accordance with general 
State or local policy, are allowable. Income 
generated from any of these activities will 
be offset against expenses. 

15. Exhibits. Costs of exhibits relating spe¬ 
cifically to the grant programs are allowable. 

16. Legal expenses. The cost of legal ex¬ 
penses required in the administration of 
grant programs is allowable. Legal services 
furnished by the chief legal officer of a State 
or local government or his staff solely for the 
purpose of discharging his general responsi¬ 
bilities as legal officer are unallowable. Legal 
expenses for the prosecution of claims 
against the Federal Government are un¬ 
allowable. 

17. Maintenance and repair. Costs incurred 
for necessary maintenance, repair, or upkeep 
of property which neither add to the perma¬ 
nent value of the property nor appreciably 
prolong its Intended life, but keep it in an 
efficient operating condition, are allowable. 

18. Materials and supplies. The cost of 
materials and supplies necessary to carry out 
the grant programs is allowable. Purchases 
made specifically for the grant program 
should be charged thereto at their actual 
prices after deducting all cash discounts, 
trade discounts, rebates, and allowances re¬ 
ceived by the grantee. Withdrawals from 
general stores or stockrooms should be 
charged at cost under any recognized method 
of pricing consistently applied. Incoming 
transportation charges are a proper part of 
material cost. 

19. Memberships, subscriptions and pro¬ 
fessional activities —a. Memberships. The cost 
of membership in civic, business, technical 
and professional organizations is allowable 
provided: (1) the benefit from the member¬ 
ship is related to the grant program, (2) the 
expenditure is for agency membership, (3) 
the cost of the meml)ershlp is reasonably re¬ 
lated to the value of the services or benefits 
received, and (4) the expenditure is not for 
membership ir. an organization which de¬ 
votes a substantial part of its activities to 
influencing legislation. 

b. Reference material. The co6t of books, 
and subscriptions to civic, business, profes¬ 
sional, and technical periodicals Is allowable 
when related to the grant program. 

c. Meetings and conferences. Costs are al¬ 
lowable when the primary purpose of the 
meeting is the dissemination of technical 
information relating to the grant program 
and they are consistent with regular prac¬ 
tices followed for other activities of the 
grantee. 

20. Motor pools. The costs of a service orga¬ 
nization which provides automobiles to user 
grantee agencies at a mileage or fixed rate 
and/or provides vehicle maintenance, in¬ 
spection and repair services are allowable. 

21. Payroll preparation. The cost of pre¬ 
paring payrolls and maintaining necessary 
related wage records is allowable. 

22. Personnel administration. Costs for the 
recruitment, examination, certification, 
classification, training, establishment of pay 
standards and related activities for grant 
programs, are allowable. 

23. Printing and reproduction. Cost tor 
printing and reproduction services necessary 
for grant administration, including but not 
limited to forms, reports, manuals, and in¬ 
formational literature, are allowable. Pub¬ 
lication costs of reports or other media re¬ 
lating to grant program accomplishments or 
results are allowable when provided for in 
the grant agreement. 

24. Procurement service. The cost of pro¬ 
curement service. Including solicitation of 
bids, preparation and award of contracts, and 
all phases of contract administration in pro¬ 


viding goods, facilities and services for grant 
programs. Is allowable. 

25. Taxes. In general, taxes or payments in 
lieu of taxes which the grantee agency is 
legally required to pay are allowable. 

26. Training and education. The cost of in- 
service training, customarily provided for 
employee development which directly or in¬ 
directly benefits grant programs Is allowable. 
Out-of-service training involving extended 
periods of time is allowable only when spe¬ 
cifically authorized by the grantor agency. 

27. Transportation. Costs incurred for 
freight, cartage, express, postage and other 
transportation costs relating either to goods 
purchased, delivered, or moved from one 
location to another are allowable. 

28. Travel. Travel costs are allowable for 
expenses for transportation, lodging, sub¬ 
sistence, and related items Incurred by em¬ 
ployees who are In travel status on official 
business incident to a grant program. Such 
costs may be charged on an actual basis, 
on a per diem or mileage basis in lieu of 
actual costs incurred, or on a combination of 
the two, provided the method used Is ap¬ 
plied to an entire trip, and results in charges 
consistent with those normally allowed In 
like circumstances in nonfederally sponsored 
activities. The difference in cost between 
first-class air accommodations and less-than- 
flrst-class air accommodations Is unallow¬ 
able except when less-than-flrst-class Mr ac¬ 
commodations are not reasonably available. 

C. Costs allowable with approval of grantor 
agency. 1. Automatic data processing. The 
cost of data processing services to grant pro¬ 
grams is allowable. This cost may include 
rental of equipment or depreciation on 
grantee-owned equipment. The acquisition of 
equipment, whether by outright purchase, 
rental-purchase agreement or other method 
of purchase, is allowable only upon specific 
prior approval of the grantor Federal agency 
as provided under the selected item for 
capital expenditures. 

2. Building space and related facilities. The 
cost of space in privately or publicly owned 
buildings used for the benefit of the grant 
program Is allowable subject to the con¬ 
ditions stated below. The total cost of 
space, whether In a privately or publicly 
owned building, may not exceed the rental 
cost of comparable space and facilities in a 
privately owned building In the same locality. 
The cost of space procured for grant program 
usage may not be charged to the program 
for periods of nonoccupancy, without author¬ 
ization of the grantor Federal agency. 

a. Rental cost. The rental cost of space In 
a privately owned building is allowable. 

b. Maintenance and operation. The cost of 
utilities. Insurance, security, Janitorial serv¬ 
ices, elevator service, upkeep of grounds, nor¬ 
mal repairs and alterations and the like, are 
allowable to the extent they are not otherwise 
included In rental or other charges for space. 

c. Rearrangements and alterations. Cost 
Incurred for rearrangement and alteration of 
facilities required specifically for the grant 
program or those that materially increase the 
value or useful life of the facilities (section 

c.3.) are allowable when specifically approved 
by the grantor agency. 

d. Depreciation and use allowances on pub¬ 
licly owned buildings. These costs are allow¬ 
able as provided in section B.ll. 

e. Occupancy of space under rental- pur¬ 
chase or lease with option-to-purchasc 
agreement. The cost of space procured under 
such arrangements is allowable when spe¬ 
cifically approved by the Federal grantor 
agency. 

3. Capital expenditures. The cost of facili¬ 
ties, equipment, other capital assets, and re¬ 
pairs which materially increase the value or 
useful life of capital assets is allowable when 
such procurement Is specifically approved by 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 106—FRIDAY, MAY 31, 1974 






the Federal grantor agency. When assets 
acquired with Federal grant funds are (a) 
sold, (b) no longer available for use in a fed¬ 
erally sponsored program, or (c) used for 
purposes not authorized by the grantor 
agency, the Federal grantor agency's equity 
in the asset will be refunded in the same pro¬ 
portion as Federal participation In its cost. 
In case any assets are traded on new items, 
only the net cost of the newly acquired assets 
is allowable. 

4. insurance and indemnification, a. Costs 
of insurance required, or approved and main¬ 
tained pursuant to the grant agreement, is 
allowable. 

b. Costs of other insurance in connection 
with the general conduct of activities is al¬ 
lowable subject to the following limitations: 

(1) Tjrpes and extent and cost of coverage 
will be in accordance with general State 
or local government policy and sound busi¬ 
ness practice. 

(2) Costs of insurance or of contributions 
to any reserve covering the risk of loss of, 
or damage to. Federal Government property 
is unallowable except to the extent that 
the grantor agency has specifically required 
or approved such costs. 

c. Contributions to a reserve for a self- 
insurance program approved by the Federal 
grantor agency are allowable to the extent 
that the type of coverage, ex'tent of cover¬ 
age, and the rates and premiums would have 
been allowed had insurance been purchased 
to cover the risks. 

d. Actual losses which could have been 
covered by permissible Insurance (through 
an approved self-insurance program or other¬ 
wise) are unallowable unless expressly pro¬ 
vided for in the grant agreement. However, 
costs incurred because of losses not covered 
under nominal deductible Insurance cover¬ 
age provided in keeping with sound manage¬ 
ment practice, and minor losses not covered 
by insurance, such as spoilage, breakage and 
disappearance of small hand tools which 
occur in the ordinary course of operations, 
are allowable. 

e. Indemnification includes securing the 
grantee against liabilities to third persons 
and other losses not compensated by insur¬ 
ance or otherwise. The Government is obli¬ 
gated to indemnify the grantee only to the 
extent expressly provided for in the grant 
agreement, except as provided in d. above. 

5. Management studies. The cost of man¬ 
agement studies to improve the effectiveness 
and efficiency of grant management for on¬ 
going programs is allowable except that the 
cost of studies performed by agencies other 
than the grantee department or outside con¬ 
sultants is allowable only when authorized 
by the Federal grantor agency. 

6. Preagreement costs. Costs incurred prior 
to the effective date ot the grant or contract, 
whether or not they would have been allow¬ 
able thereunder if incurred after such date, 
are allowable when specifically provided for 
in the grant agreement. 

7. Professional services. Cost of professional 
services rendered by individuals or organiza¬ 
tions not a part of the grantee department 
is allowable subject to such prior authoriza¬ 
tion as may be required by the Federal 
grantor agency. 

8. Proposal costs. Costs of preparing pro¬ 
posals on potential Federal Government 
grant agreements are allowable when specif¬ 
ically provided for in the grant agreement, 

D. Unallowable costs —1. Bad debts. Any 
losses arising from uncollectible accounts and 
other claims, and related costs, are unallow¬ 
able. 

2. Contingencies. Contributions to a con¬ 
tingency reserve or any similar provision for 
unforeseen events are unallowable. 

3. Contributions and donations. Unallow¬ 
able. 
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4. Entertainment. Costs of amusements, 
social activities, and incidental costs relat¬ 
ing thereto, such as meals, beverages, lodg¬ 
ings, rentals, transportation, and gratuities, 
are unallowable. 

5. Fines and penalties. Costs resulting from 
violations of, or failure to comply with Fed¬ 
eral, State and local laws and regulations 
are unallowable. 

6. Governor’s expenses. The salaries and 
expenses of the Office of the Governor of a 
State or the chief executive of a political 
subdivision are considered a cost of general 
State or local government and are unallow¬ 
able. 

7. Interest and other financial costs. In¬ 
terest on borrowings (however represented), 
bond discounts, cost of financing and re¬ 
financing operations, and legal and pro¬ 
fessional fees paid in connection therewith, 
are unallowable except when authorized by 
Federal legislation. 

8. Legislative expenses. Salaries and other 
expenses of the State legislature or similar 
local governmental bodies such as county 
supervisors, city councils, school boards, etc., 
whether Incurred for purposes of legisla¬ 
tion or executive direction, are unallowable. 

9. Underrecovery of costs under grant 
agreements. Any excess of cost over the Fed¬ 
eral contribution under one grant agree¬ 
ment is unallowable under other grant 
agreements. 

Appendix K 

There is set forth below standards for 
grantee financial management systems ap¬ 
plicable to grants under the Airport and 
Airway Development Act of 1970. 

STANDARDS FOR GRANTEE FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS 

1. This appendix prescribes standards for 
financial management systems of grant- 
supported activities of State and local gov¬ 
ernments under the Airport and Airway De¬ 
velopment Act of 1970. 

2. Grantee financial management sys¬ 
tems shall provide for: 

a. Accurate, current, and complete dis¬ 
closure of the financial results of each grant 
program in accordance with Federal report¬ 
ing requirements. When a Federal grantor 
agency requires reporting on an accrual 
basis and the grantee's accounting records 
are not kept on that basis, the grantee 
should develop such information through 
an analysis of the documentation on hand 
or on the basis of best estimates. 

b. Records which identify adequately the 
source and application of funds for grant- 
supported activities. These records shall con¬ 
tain information pertaining to grant awards 
and authorizations, obligations, unobligated 
balances, assets, liabilities, outlays, and 
income. 

c. Effective control over and accountabil¬ 
ity for all funds, property, and other assets. 
Grantees shall adequately safeguard all such 
assets and shall assure that they are used 
solely for authorized purposes. 

d. Comparison of actual with budgeted 
amounts for each grant. Also, relation of 
financial Information with performance or 
productivity data, Including the production 
of unit cost information whenever appro¬ 
priate and required by the grantor agency. 

e. Procedures to minimize the time elaps¬ 
ing between the transfer of funds from the 
U.S. Treasury and the disbursement by the 
grantee, whenever funds are advanced by 
the Federal Government. When advances 
are made by a letter-of-credit method, the 
grantee shall make drawdowns from the 
U.S. Treasury through his commercial bank 
as close as possible to the time of making the 
disbursements. 

f. Procedures for determining the allow¬ 
ability and allocability of costs in accord¬ 
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ance with the provisions of Appendix J of 
this part. 

g. Accounting records which are sup¬ 
ported by source documentation. 

h. Audits to be made by the grantee or at 
his direction to determine, at a minimum, 
the fiscal integrity of financial transactions 
and reports, and the compliance with laws, 
regulations, and administrative require¬ 
ments. The grantee will schedule such audits 
with reasonable frequency, usually annually, 
but not less frequently than once every two 
years, considering the nature, size, and com¬ 
plexity of the activity. 

1. A systematic method to assure timely 
and appropriate resolxitlon of audit findings 
and recommendations. 

3. Grantees shall require subgrantees 
(recipients of grants which are passed 
through by the grantee) to adopt all of the 
standards in paragraph 2 above. 

Appendix L 

There is set forth below property man¬ 
agement standards applicable to grants 
under the Airport and Airway Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1970. 

PROPERTY MANAGEMENT STANDARDS 

1. This Appendix prescribes uniform 
standards governing the utilization and dis¬ 
position of property furnished by the Fed¬ 
eral Government or acquired in whole or 
in part with Federal funds by State and 
local governments. The grantees shall be 
authorized to use their own property man¬ 
agement standards and procedures as long 
as the provisions of this Appendix are 
included. 

2. The following definitions apply for the 
purpose of this Appendix. 

a. Real property. Real property means 
land, land improvements, structures and 
appurtenances thereto, excluding movable 
machinery and equipment. 

b. Personal property. Personal property 
means property of any kind, except real 
property. It may be tangible—having physi¬ 
cal existence, or Intangible—having no 
physical existence, such as patents, inven¬ 
tions, and copyrights. 

c. Nonexpendable personal property. Non¬ 
expendable personal property means tangi¬ 
ble personal property having a useful life 
of more than one year and an acquisition 
cost of $300 or more per unit. A grantee may 
use its own definition of nonexpendable 
personal property provided that such defini¬ 
tion would at least include all tangible per¬ 
sonal property as defined above. 

d. Expendable personal property. Expand¬ 
able personal property refers to all tangible 
personal other than nonexpendable prop¬ 
erty. 

e. Excess property. Excess property means 
property under the control of any Federal 
agency which, as determined by the head 
thereof, is no longer required for its needs. 

3. Each Federal grantor agency shall pre¬ 
scribe requirements for grantees concerning 
the use of real property funded partly or 
wholly by the Federal Government. Unless 
otherwise provided by statute, such require¬ 
ments, as a minimum, shall contain the 
following: 

a. The grantee shall use the real property 
for the authorized purpose of the original 
grant as long as needed. 

b. The grantee shall obtain approval by 
the grantor agency for the use of the real 
property in other projects when the grantee 
determines that the property is no longer 
needed for the original grant purposes. Use 
in other projects shall be limited to those 
under other Federal grant programs, or pro¬ 
grams that have purposes consistent with 
those authorized for support by the grantor. 

c. When the real property is no longer 
needed as provided in a. and b., above, the 
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grantee shall return all real property fur¬ 
nished or purchased wholly with Federal 
grant funds to the control of the Federal 
grantor agency. In the case of property pur¬ 
chased In part with Federal grant funds, the 
grantee may be permitted to take title to the 
Federal Interest therein upon compensating 
the Federal Government for Its fair share of 
the property. The Federal share of the prop¬ 
erty shall be the amount computed by apply¬ 
ing the percentage of the Federal participa¬ 
tion in the total cost of the grant program 
for which the property was acquired to the 
current fair market value of the property. 

4. Standards and procedures governing 
ownership, use. and disposition of nonex¬ 
pendable personal property furnished by the 
Federal Government or acquired with Fed¬ 
eral funds are set forth below: 

a. Nonexpendable personal property ac¬ 
quired with Federal funds. When nonexpend¬ 
able personal property is acquired by a 
grantee wholly or in part with Federal funds, 
title will not be taken by the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment except as provided in paragraph 
4a(4). but shall be vested in the grantee 
subject to the following restrictions on use 
and disposition of the property: 

(1) The grantee shall retain the property 
acquired with Federal funds in the grant 
program as long as there Is a need for the 
property to accomplish the purpose of the 
grant program whether or not the program 
continues to be supported by Federal funds. 
When there is no longer a need for the prop¬ 
erty to accomplish the purpose of the grant 
program, the grantee shall use the property 
in connection with other Federal grants it 
has received in the following order of 
priority: 

(a) Other grants of the same Federal 
grantor agency needing the property. 

(b) Grants of other Federal agencies need¬ 
ing the property. 

(2) When the grantee no longer has need 
for the property In any of its Federal grant 
programs, the property may be used for its 
own official activities In accordance with the 
following standards: 

(a) Nonexpendable property with an acqui¬ 
sition cost of less than $500 and used four 
years or more. The grantee may use the 
property for its own official activities without 
reimbursement to the Federal Government 
or sell the property and retain the proceeds. 

(b) All other nonexpendable property. The 
grantee may retain the property for its own 
use provided that a fair compensation is 
made to the original grantor agency for the 
latter’s share of the property. The amount 
of compensation shall be computed by apply¬ 
ing the percentage of Federal participation 
in the grant program to the current fair mar¬ 
ket value of the property. 

(3) If the grantee has no need for the prop¬ 
erty, disposition of the property shall be 
made as follows: 

(a) Nonexpendable property with an ac¬ 
quisition cost of $1,000 or less. Except for 
that property which meets the criteria of 
(2) (a) above, the grantee shall sell the prop¬ 
erty and reimburse the Federal grantor 
agency an amount which is computed in 
accordance with (ill) below. 

(b) Nonexpendable property with an ac¬ 
quisition cost of over $1,000. The grantee 
shall request disposition instructions from 
the grantor agency. The Federal agency shall 
determine whether the property can be used 
to meet the agency’s requirement. If no re¬ 
quirement exists within that agency, the 
availability of the property shall be reported 
to the General Services Administration 
(GSA) by the Federal agency to determine 
whether a requirement for the property exists 
in other Federal agencies. The Federal 
grantor agency shall Issue Instructions to the 
grantee within 120 days and the following 
procedures shall govern: 
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(i) If the grantee is Instructed to ship the 
property elsewhere, the grantee shall be re¬ 
imbursed by the benefiting Federal agency 
with an amount which Is computed by apply¬ 
ing the percentage of the grantee's partici¬ 
pation in the grant program to the current 
fair market value of the property, plus any 
shipping or Interim storage costs incurred. 

(il) If the grantee is instructed to other¬ 
wise dispose of the property, he shall be re¬ 
imbursed by the Federal grantor agency for 
such costs incurred in Its disposition. 

(ill) If disposition instructions are not 
issued within 120 days after reporting, the 
grantee shall sell the property and reim¬ 
burse the Federal grantor agency an amount 
which is computed by applying the percent¬ 
age of Federal participation in the grant 
program to the sales proceeds. Further, the 
grantee shall be permitted to retain $100 or 
10 percent of the proceeds, whichever is 
greater, for the grantee’s selling and handling 
expenses. 

(4) Where the grantor agency determines 
that property with an acquisition cost of 
$1,000 or more and financed solely with Fed¬ 
eral funds is unique, difficult, or costly to 
replace, it may reserve title to such property, 
subject to the following provisions: 

(a) The property shall be appropriately 
identified in the grant agreement or other¬ 
wise made known to the grantee. 

(b) The grantor agency shall issue disposi¬ 
tion instructions within 120 days after the 
completion of the need for the property un¬ 
der the Federal grant for which it was ac¬ 
quired. If the grantor agency fails to Issue 
disposition instructions within 120 days, the 
grantee shall apply the standards of 4a(l), 
4a(2)(b), and 4a(3)(b). 

b. Federally-owned nonexpendable per¬ 
sonal property. Unless statutory authority to 
transfer title has been granted to an agency, 
title to Federally-owned property (property 
to which the Federal Government retains 
title including excess property made avail¬ 
able by the Federal grantor agencies to 
grantees) remains vested by law in the Fed¬ 
eral Government. Upon termination of the 
grant or need for the property, such prop¬ 
erty shall be reported to the grantor agency 
for further agency utilization or, If appro¬ 
priate. for reporting to the General Services 
Administration for other Federal agency utili¬ 
zation. Appropriate disposition instructions 
will be issued to the grantee after comple¬ 
tion of Federal agency review. 

5. The grantees' property management 
standards for nonexpendable personal prop¬ 
erty shall also Include the following proce¬ 
dural requirements: 

a. Property records shall be maintained 
accurately and provide for: a description of 
the property: manufacturer's serial number 
or other identification number; acquisition 
date and cost; source of the property; per¬ 
centage of Federal funds used in the purchase 
of property; location, use. and condition of 
the property; and ultimate disposition data 
including sales price or the method used 
to determine current fair market value if 
the grantee reimburses the grantor agency for 
its share. 

b. A physical Inventory of property shall be 
taken and the results reconciled with the 
property records at least once every two years 
to verify the existence, current utilization, 
and continued need for the property. 

c. A control system shall be in effect to 
insure adequate safeguards to prevent loss, 
damage, or theft to the property. Any loss, 
damage, or theft of nonexpendable property 
shall be investigated and fully documented. 

d. Adequate maintenance procedures shall 
be Implemented to keep the property in good 
condition. 

e. Proper sales procedures shall be estab¬ 
lished for unneeded property which would 


provide for competition to the extent prac¬ 
ticable and result in the highest possible 
return. 

6. When the total Inventory value of any 
unused expendable personal property ex¬ 
ceeds $500 at the expiration of need for any 
Federal grant purposes, the grantee may re¬ 
tain the property or sell the property as long 
as he compensates the Federal Government 
for its share in the cost. The amount of com¬ 
pensation shall be computed In accordance 
with 4a(2) (b). 

7. Specific standards for control of In¬ 
tangible property are provided as follows: 

a. If any program produce^ patents, patent 
rights, processes, or inventions, in the course 
of work aided by a Federal grant, such fact 
shall be promptly and fully reported to the 
grantor agency. The grantor agency shall 
determine whether protection on such in¬ 
vention or discovery shall be sought and 
how the rights in the invention or dis¬ 
covery—including rights under any patent 
issued thereon—shall be disposed of and 
administered in order to protect the public 
interest consistent with '‘Government Patent 
Policy” (President’s Memorandum for Heads 
of Executive Departments and Agencies. Au¬ 
gust 23, 1971, and Statement of Government 
Patent Policy as printed in 36 FR 16889). 

b. Where the grant results in a book or 
other copyrightable material, the author or 
grantee Is free to copyright the work, but 
the Federal grantor agency reserves a 
royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable 
license to reproduce, publish, or otherwise 
use. and to authorize others to use the work 
for Government purposes. 

Appendix M 

There Is set forth below procurement 
standards applicable to grants under the 
Airport and Airway Development Act of 
1970. 

PROCUREMENT STANDARDS 

1. This Appendix provides standards for 
use by the State and local governments in 
establishing procedures for the procurement 
of supplies, equipment, construction, and 
other services with Federal grant funds. 
These standards are furnished to Insure that 
such materials and services are obtained in 
on effective manner and in compliance with 
the provisions of applicable Federal law and 
Executive orders. 

2. The Standards contained In this Appen¬ 
dix do not relieve the grantee of the con¬ 
tractual responsibilities arising under its 
contracts. The grantee is the responsible au¬ 
thority, without recourse to the grantor 
agency regarding the settlement and satis¬ 
faction of all contractual and administrative 
Issues arising out of procurements entered 

-Into, in support of a grant. This Includes but 
is not limited to: disputes, claims, protests 
of award, source evaluation or other matters 
of a contractual nature. Matters concerning 
violation of law are to be referred to such 
local, State, or Federal authority as may 
hare proper Jurisdiction. 

3. Grantees may use their own procure¬ 
ment regulations which reflect applicable 
State and local law, rules and regulations 
provided that procurements made with Fed¬ 
eral grant funds adhere to the standards set 
forth as follows: 

a. The grantee shall maintain a code or 
standards of conduct which shall govern the 
performance of its officers, employees, or 
agents In contracting with and expending 
Federal grant funds. Grantee’s officers, em¬ 
ployees or agents, shall neither solicit nor 
accept gratuities, favors, or anything of 
monetary value from contractors or potential 
contractors. To the extent permissible by 
State or local law, rules or regulations, such 
standards shall provide for penalties, sanc¬ 
tions, or other disciplinary actions to be ap¬ 
plied for violations of such standards by 
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cither the grantee officers, employees, or 
agents, or by contractors or their agents. 

b. All procurement transactions regardless 
of whether negotiated or advertised and 
without regard to dollar value shall be con¬ 
ducted In a manner so as to provide maxi¬ 
mum open and free competition. The grantee 
should be alert to organizational conflicts of 
interest or noncompetitive practices among 
contractors which may restrict or eliminate 
competition or otherwise restrain trade. 

c. The grantee shall establish procurement 
procedures which provide for, as a minimum, 
the following procedural requirements: 

(1) Proposed procurement actions shall be 
reviewed by grantee officials to avoid pur¬ 
chasing unnecessary or duplicative items. 
Where appropriate, an analysis shall be made 
of lease and purchase alternatives to deter¬ 
mine which would be the most economical, 
practical procurement. 

(2) Invitations for bids or requests for 
proposals shall be based upon a clear and 
accurate description of the technical require¬ 
ments for the material, product, or service 
to be procured. Such description shall not, in 
competitive procurements, contain features 
which unduly restrict competition. “Brand 
name or equal” description may be used as a 
means to define the performance or other 
salient requirements of a procurement, and 
when so used the specific features of the 
named brand which must be met by offerors 
should be clearly specified. 

(3) Positive efforts shall be made by the 
grantees to utilize small business and minor¬ 
ity-owned business sources of supplies and 
services. Such efforts should allow these 
sources the maximum feasible opportunity to 
compete for contracts to be performed utiliz¬ 
ing Federal grant funds. 

(4) The type of procuring instruments 
used (i.e., fixed price contracts, cost reim¬ 
bursable contracts, purchase orders, incen¬ 
tive contracts, etc.), shall be appropriate for 
the particular procurement and for promot¬ 
ing the best interest of the grant program 
involved. The “cost-plus-a-percentage-of- 
cost” method of contracting shall not be 
used. 

(5) Formal advertising, with adequate 
purchase description, sealed bids, and pub¬ 
lic openings shall be the required method of 
procurement unless negotiation pursuant to 
paragraph (6) below it necessary to accom¬ 
plish sound procurement. However, procure¬ 
ments of $2,500 or less need not be so adver¬ 
tised unless otherwise required by State or 
local law' or regulations. Where such adver¬ 
tised bids are obtained the awards shall be 
made to the responsible bidder whose bid is 
responsive to the invitation and is most 
advantageous to the grantee, price and other 
factors considered. (Factors such as dis¬ 
counts, transportation costs, taxes may be 
considered in determining the lowest bid.) 
Invitations for bids shall clearly set forth all 
requirements which the bidder must fulfill in 
order for his bid to be evaluated by the 
grantee. Any or all bids may be rejected when 
it is in the grantee’s interest to do so. and 
such rejections are in accordance with appli¬ 
cable State and local law, rules, and regula¬ 
tions . 

(6) Procurements may be negotiated if it 
Is impracticable and infeasible to use formal 
advertising. Generally, procurements may be 
negotiated by the grantee under any of the 
following conditions: 

(a) The public exigency will not permit 
the delay incident to advertising; 

(b) The material or service to be procured 
is available from only one person or firm. 
(All contemplated sole source procurements 
where the aggregate expenditure is expected 
to exceed $5,000 shall be referred to the 
grantor agency for prior approval.) 

(c) The aggregate amount involved does 
not exceed $2,500; 
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(d) The contract is for personal or pro¬ 
fessional services, or for any service to be 
rendered by a university, college, or other 
educational institutions; 

(e) The material or services are to be pro¬ 
cured and used outside the limits of the 
United States and its possessions; 

(f) No acceptable bids have been received 
after formal advertising; 

(g) The purchases are for highly perish¬ 
able materials of medical supplies, for mate¬ 
rial or services where the prices are estab¬ 
lished by law, for technical items or 
equipment requiring standardization and 
interchangeability of parte with existing 
equipment, for experimental, developmental 
or research work, for supplies purchased for 
authorized resale, and for technical or spe¬ 
cialized supplies requiring substantial initial 
investment for manufacture; 

(h) Otherwise authorized by law, rules, 
or regulations. Notwithstanding the exist¬ 
ence of circumstances Justifying negotia¬ 
tion. competition shall be obtained to the 
maximum extent practicable. 

(7) Contracts shall be made only with 
responsible contractors who possess the 
potential ability to perform successfully 
under the terms and conditions of a pro¬ 
posed procurement. Consideration shall be 
given to such matters as contractor integrity, 
record of past performance, financial and 
technical resources, or accessibility to other 
necessary resources. 

(8) Procurement records or files for pur¬ 
chases in amounts in excess of $2,500 shall 
provide at least the following pertinent in¬ 
formation: Justification for the use of 
negotiation in lieu of advertising, contractor 
selection, and the basis for the cost or price 
negotiated. 

(9) A system for contract administration 
shall be maintained to assure contractor 
conformance with terms, conditions, and 
specifications of the contract or order, and 
to assure adequate and timely followup of 
all purchases. 

4. The grantee shall include, in addition 
to provisions to define a sound and com¬ 
plete agreement, the following provisions in 
all contracts and subgrants: 

a. Contracts shall contain such contract¬ 
ual provisions or conditions which will allow 
for administrative, contractual, or legal rem¬ 
edies in instances where contractors violate 
or breach contracts terms, and provide for 
such sanctions and penalties as may be 
appropriate. 

b. All contracts, amounts for which are in 
excess of $2,500, shall contain suitable pro¬ 
visions for termination by the grantee, in¬ 
cluding the manner by which it will be 
effected and the basis for settlement. In addi¬ 
tion, such contracts shall describe conditions 
under which the contract may be terminated 
for default as well as conditions where the 
contract may be terminated because of cir¬ 
cumstances beyond the control of the con¬ 
tractor. 

c. In all contracts for construction or 
facility improvement awarded in excess of 
$100,000, grantees shall require a perform¬ 
ance bond and a payment bond on the part 
of the contractor, each for 100 percent of the 
contract price. 

d. All contracts and subgrants in excess of 
$10,000 shall include provisions for compli¬ 
ance with Executive Order No. 11246, entitled, 
“Equal Employment Opportunity,” as sup¬ 
plemented in Department of Labor Regula¬ 
tions (41 CFR, Part 60). Each contractor or 
subgrantee shall be required to have an 
affirmative action plan which declares that it 
does not discriminate on the basis of race, 
color, religion, creed, national origin, sex, and 
age and which specifies goals and target dates 
to assure the implementation of that plan. 
The grantee shall establish procedures to as¬ 
sure compliance with this requirement by 
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contractors or subgrantees and to assure that 
suspected or reported violations are promptly 
investigated. 

e. All contracts and subgrants for construc¬ 
tion or repair shall include a provision for 
compliance with the Copeland “Anti-Kick 
Back” Act (18 U.S.C. 874) as supplemented in 
Department of Labor regulations (29 CFR, 
Part 3). This Act provides that each con¬ 
tractor or subgrantee shall be prohibited 
from inducing, by any means, any person 
employed in the construction, completion, or 
repair of public work, to give up any part of 
the compensation to which he is otherwise 
entitled. The grantee shall report all sus¬ 
pected or reported violations to the grantor 
agency. 

f. When required by the Federal grant 
program legislation, all construction con¬ 
tracts awarded by grantees and subgrantees 
in excess of $2,000 shall include a provision 
for compliance with the Davls-Bacon Act 
(40 UB.C. 276a to a-7) and as supplemented 
by Department of Labor regulations (29 
CFR, Part 5). Under this Act contractors 
shall be required to pay wages to laborers and 
mechanics at a rate not less than the mini¬ 
mum wages specified in a wage determina¬ 
tion made by the Secretary of Labor. In ad- 

'dition, contractors shall be required to pay 
wages not less often than once a week. The 
grantee shall place a copy of the current pre¬ 
vailing wage determination issued by the 
Department of Labor in each solicitation and 
the award of a contract shall be conditioned 
upon the acceptance of the wage determi¬ 
nation. The grantee shall report all suspected 
or reported violations to the grantor agency. 

g. Where applicable, all contracts awarded 
by grantees and subgrantees in excess of 
$2,000 for construction contracts and in ex¬ 
cess of $2,500 for other contracts which in¬ 
volve the employment of mechanics or labor¬ 
ers shall include a provision for compliance 
with sections 103 and 107 of the Contract 
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 
U.S.C. 327-330) as supplemented by Depart¬ 
ment of Labor regulations (29 CFR, Part 5). 
Under section 103 of the Act, each contractor 
shall be required to compute the wages of 
every mechanic and laborer on the basis of a 
standard work day of 8 hours and a standard 
work week of 40 hours. Work in excess of the 
standard workday or workweek is permissible 
provided that the worker is compensated at a 
rate of not less than 1% times the basic rate 
of pay for all hours worked in excess of 8 
hours in any calendar day or 40 hours in the 
work week. Section 107 of the Act is appli¬ 
cable to construction work and provides that 
no laborer or mechanic shall be required to 
work In surroundings or under working con¬ 
ditions which are unsanitary, hazardous, or 
dangerous to his health and safety as deter¬ 
mined under construction, safety, and health 
standards promulgated by the Secretary of 
Labor. These requirements do not apply to 
the purchases of supplies or materials or 
articles ordinarily available on the open mar¬ 
ket, or contracts for transportation or trans¬ 
mission of intelligence. 

h. Contracts or agreements, the principal 
purpose of which is to create, develop, or im¬ 
prove products, processes or methods: or for 
exploration into fields which directly con¬ 
cern public health, safety, or welfare; or 
contracts in the field of science or tech¬ 
nology in which there has been little signifi¬ 
cant experience outside of work funded by 
Federal assistance, shall contain a notice to 
the effect that matters regarding rights to 
inventions, and materials generated under 
the contract or agreement are subject to the 
regulations issued by the Federal grantor 
agency and the grantee. The contractor shall 
be advised as to the source of additional In* 
formation regarding these matters. 

i. All negotiated contracts (except those of 
$2,500 or less) awarded by grantees shall ln- 
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elude a provision to the effect that the 
grantee, the Federal grantor agency, the 
Comptroller General of the United States, or 
any of their duly authorized representatives, 
shall have access to any books, documents, 
papers, and records of the contractor which 
are directly pertinent to a specific grant pro¬ 
gram for the purpose of making audit, 
examination, excerpts, and transcriptions. 

J. Each contract of an amount in excess of 
$2,500 aw’arded by a grantee or subgrantee 
shall provide that the recipient will comply 
with applicable regulations and standards of 
the Cost of Living Council in establishing 
wages and prices. The provision shall advise 
the recipient that submission of a bid or offer 
or the submittal of an invoice or voucher for 
property, goods, or services furnished under a 


contract or agreement with the grantee shall 
constitute a certification by him that 
amounts to be paid do not exceed maximum 
allowable levels authorized by the Cost of 
Living Council regulations or standards. Vio¬ 
lations shall be reported to the grantor 
agency and the local Internal Revenue Serv¬ 
ice field office. 

k. Contracts and subgrants of amounts in 
excess of $100,000 shall contain a provision 
which requires the recipient to agree to com¬ 
ply with all applicable standards, orders, or 
regulations issued pursuant to the Clean Air 
Act of 1970. Violations shall be reported to 
the grantor agency and the Regional Office of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 

|FR Doc.74-12435 Filed 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Interstate Commerce Commission 
[49 CFR Part 1125] 

(Ex Parte No. 293 (Sub-No. 2) ] 

STANDARDS FOR DETERMINING RAIL 

SERVICE CONTINUATION SUBSIDIES 

Supplemental Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking and Order 

May 29.1974. 

This supplemental notice of proposed 
rulemaking and order is issued pursuant 
to section 205(d) (3) of the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 (the “Act”). 
Pub. L. 93-236, 87 Stat. 985, which pro¬ 
vides that the Rail Services Planning 
Office of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission (the “Office”) shall— 

• • • within 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act. determine and pub¬ 
lish standards for determining the “revenue 
attributable to the rail properties’*, the 
"avoidable costs of providing service", and 
“a reasonable return on the value", as those 
phrases are used in section 304 of this Act, 
after a proceeding in acordance with the pro¬ 
visions of section 553 of title 5, United States 
Codo • • • 

The Office is thus allowed a period 
of only 180 days (ending on July 1, 1974) 
to “determine and publish” the stand¬ 
ards, and the standards must be adopted 
pursuant to a proceeding subject to the 
provisions of title 5. U.S. Code requiring 
that all interested persons be given an 
opportunity to be heard. 

On February 25. 1974 (39 FR 7182), 
the Office issued a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking and Order, pursuant to the 
above quoted provisions, setting forth a 
proposed Part 1125 to Title 49 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, containing 
standards for defining the quoted terms. 

The proposed standards for determin¬ 
ing attributable revenues and avoidable 
costs for a line as to which a notice of 
intent to terminate service has been 
given by a railroad (“branch”) were com¬ 
posed of a series of apportionment for¬ 
mulas under which various revenue and 
expense accounts would be prorated be¬ 
tween the branch and the remainder of 
the owning railroad’s system. 

The notice conceded that the result of 
applying the apportionment formula 
proposed “is likely to be a less precise 
measure • • • than would be achieved 
if an exhaustive study of branch costs 
and revenues were conducted in order 
to arrive at a measure of ’avoidable loss’ 
as that term has been used in the past 
by the Commission in its determination 
of routine rail abandonment applica¬ 
tions.” It was further stated that the 
statutory time plan would not “permit 
the luxury of detailed and time consum¬ 
ing studies of cost and revenue experi¬ 
ence on individual lines.” 

The standard proposed for determin¬ 
ing the value of the properties involved 
was not liquidation value—that is, the 
current market value of the branch prop¬ 
erty, less the costs related to dismantling 
and disposing of it, with a provision for 


compulsory arbitration if the parties 
cannot agree to the value. 

The standard proposed for determin¬ 
ing what is a reasonable return on the 
value of the property to be subsidized 
would establish a variable rate of return 
based on recent experience in the sale of 
equipment trust certificates, that is. the 
average interest cost for those certificates 
sold by Class I railroads in the United 
States during the 3 calendar months 
preceding the month in which the notice 
of termination of service over the branch 
would become effective. 

The closing date for comments on the 
proposal was May 3. 1974. More than 
300 comments were received from States, 
cities, regional organizations. Federal 
Government departments and agencies, 
shippers, public organizations such as 
environmental groups, railroads, private 
citizens, and others. 

The Office is in the process of care¬ 
fully analyzing and considering all of 
the comments received on the original 
proposal, many of which suggested al¬ 
ternative means of defining all or some of 
the terms which the Act requires the 
Office to define by issuing standards. 

Several of the comments requested that 
the time for carrying out the proceeding 
be extended and some of the comments 
stated that another notice should be is¬ 
sued for public comment. As stated 
above, the Office cannot extend the 
period for this proceeding because of the 
statutory requirement that the standards 
be published by July 1, 1974. Many of 
the comments contained suggested 
changes or additions to the standards 
proposed that may have merit and on 
which the Office would appreciate re¬ 
ceiving the further views of interested 
parties. It is regretted that the period 
for comment on this supplemental notice 
cannot be made longer. 

The total number of comments re¬ 
ceived was too great and their substance 
too varied to permit, within the pre¬ 
scribed time limitations, additional com¬ 
ments on all of them at this time. 

The following, therefore, are some 
areas where further consideration and 
comment would assist the Office in ar¬ 
riving at a final decision. They are set 
forth in “narrative” form rather than 
as specific language changes to the 
standards proposed in the original no¬ 
tice. It should be noted that such a pro¬ 
cedure is consistent with those provisions 
of title 5 of the United States Code which 
were formerly contained in the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act. 

I. General 

A major portion of the comments re¬ 
ceived were addressed to the procedures 
for determining attributable revenues 
and avoidable costs. Most of the alterna¬ 
tive proposals received called for direct 
assignment of attributable revenues and 
avoidable costs to a branch using branch 
specific data as opposed to apportion¬ 
ment formulas using system wide data. 
As an example, the Association of Ameri¬ 
can Railroads stated that: 


It must be recognized that no such formula 
can ever accurately describe to the satisfac¬ 
tion of either the railroad involved or the 
subsidizing body the cost/revenue functions 
for a line of railroad subject to abandon¬ 
ment. Thus, the AAR believes that in analyz¬ 
ing the eligibUity of any branch Une for 
raU service continuation subsidy, it would be 
more accurate to use on-branch actual costs 
(or the best available estimates thereof) 
compared to an allocation to the branch 
line of actual revenues received by the rail¬ 
road eligible to receive subsidy payments for 
traffic originating and/or terminating on the 
branch. 

Comments of the same general nature 
were received from the New Jersey De¬ 
partment of Transportation, the U.S. 
Railway Association, the Central Ver¬ 
mont Railway, the Pennsylvania Public 
Utilities Commission, the Delmarva 
Advisory Council Railroad Committee, 
and others. 

Information available to the Office at 
the time of the February Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rulemaking indicated that rail 
freight revenues and costs were not re¬ 
corded or computed by branch line seg¬ 
ment, that it would be difficult and time 
consuming to assemble the data avail¬ 
able for branch lines, and that to allow 
the subsidy plan to work at all a quick 
method of calculating revenues and costs 
attributable to a branch would have to 
be developed through the use of for¬ 
mulas, which admittedly would not be as 
accurate in all cases as actual direct 
figures. The gist of many of the com¬ 
ments, however, was that all branch 
lines differ. Consequently, a system allo¬ 
cation of attributing revenues and costs 
might bias the results of the subsidy 
process and create major distortions in 
the decision making process. 

In view of these comments, the Office 
would appreciate receiving further com¬ 
ments as to the operational feasibility of 
using direct costs and revenues, particu¬ 
larly with respect to the amount of time 
that would be involved in developing 
them with respect to the number of 
branch terminations contemplated, and 
the methods that would be available for 
making estimates in cases where actual 
figures could not be compiled. Comments 
are also requested as to possible methods 
of auditing those figures that might be 
available to subsidizing bodies. 

A number of submissions stated that 
railroad accounting, in its present form, 
is not readily adaptable to direct assign¬ 
ment of revenues and costs to branches, 
and recommended that the Office de¬ 
velop a system of sub-accounts applica¬ 
ble to branches, for the railroads to 
begin implementing for future years, so 
that precise figures would be available 
for determining costs and revenues in 
developing subsidy proposals. Comments 
on the feasibility and desirability of such 
a requirement are requested, especially 
with respect to the costs and technical 
problems that would be involved. 

This notice does not request any addi¬ 
tional comments on methods of improv¬ 
ing the formulas for determining rev¬ 
enues and costs that were set forth in 
the original notice as a great deal of 
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material has now been amassed on that 
subject through the comments received. 

II. Revenue Attributable to Rail 
Properties 

The original notice proposed with re¬ 
gard to this subject stated that freight 
revenues ( Account 101) should be ap¬ 
portioned to the branch in accordance 
with the following: 

(1) Utilizing information reported by the 
railroad In its most recent Annual Report 
of Freight Commodity Statistics (Interstate 
Commerce Commission Annual Form QCS) 
and the branch commodity statistics re¬ 
quired to be supplied by such railroad under 
§ 1125.7(d) (2) (A) of this Part, obtain the 
gross freight revenue and the tons originated 
for each of the commodities originated on 
the branch, and compute the gross freight 
revenue per ton originated for such com¬ 
modities. 

(2) Multiply the gross freight revenue per 
ton originated separately by commodities by 
the tons originated on the branch for each 
commodity and by tons terminated on the 
branch which originated off the branch and 
aggregate the resulting products per ton 
originated and terminated to obtain branch 
line gross freight revenue. 

(3) Adjust the branch line gross freight 
revenue by a percentage that is the relation¬ 
ship of freight revenue (Account 101) in the 
railroad's most recent Annual Report to the 
Commission (Rail Form A or R~1) to gross 
freight revenue from its most recent Annual 
Report of Freight Commodity Statistics (An¬ 
nual Form QCS) to obtain freight revenues 
attributable to the branch. 

As to passenger revenues (Account 
102 ) the notice proposed apportionment 
to the branch on the basis of passenger 
miles on the branch to system passenger 
miles. 

The comments received on freight and 
passenger revenues were the most volu¬ 
minous of all comments received. In ad¬ 
dition to the comments suggesting the 
use of direct rather than aportioned costs 
several of the comments recommended 
use of direct rather than apportioned 
costs several of the comments recom¬ 
mended use of particular formulas and 
several suggested using a method similar 
to that applied in the Commission’s reg¬ 
ulation relating to abandonments (49 
CFR 1121), for originating, terminating 
and overhead traffic, with freight and 
passenger revenues shown separately. 

In view of these comments, the Office 
would be interested in receiving further 
comments as to the advisability of a 
formula that includes the actual, direct 
revenues to the carrier, that is, the rev¬ 
enues from all traffic originating and 
terminating on the branch (the revenues 
the carrier would not get if the branch 
operation were to be terminated). Under 
this concept, overhead or bridge traffic 
would be included if termination of the 
branch would cause the carrier to lose 
that traffic. It would not be included if 
it could be rerouted over another route 
of the same carrier. Passenger traffic 
revenues would be based on actual ticket 
sales. 

Several agencies now engaged in sub¬ 
sidizing commuter services suggested 
that those subsidies should be included 
as revenues for the branches to which 


the subsidy payments now apply. There¬ 
fore, comments are requested on this 
point, particularly with respect to those 
situations where the current subsidy 
would be withdrawn should the branch 
to which it applies be terminated. 

Comments are also requested on the 
subject of the inclusion of miscellaneous 
assessoriai charges for special services 
that may be shown to be directly assign¬ 
able to branch traffic. 

III. Avoidable Costs 

In addition to the comments suggest¬ 
ing the use of actual direct costs, dis¬ 
cussed in I above, several comments sug¬ 
gested that the proposed formula re¬ 
sulted only in a determination of “ap¬ 
portioned” rather than “avoidable” costs, 
that a system wide apportionment on a 
train-mile/tonnage basis cannot repre¬ 
sent avoidability, and that, in particular, 
the formulas would result in an over¬ 
statement of branch maintenance costs. 
It was also recommended by many per¬ 
sons that if an allocation formula were 
to be used, it would be necessary to make 
a large number of specific, detailed 
changes in the proposed formula. The 
submissions generally concurred that the 
avoidable costs are those costs which 
would not be incurred if service were dis¬ 
continued on the branch. 

In the light of all of the comments re¬ 
ceived, additional comment is now re¬ 
quested on a method of determining 
avoidable costs that could include the 
following elements: 

1. On-branch costs, determined by the 
direct assignment, to the extent possible, 
of those costs that are considered to be 
directly attributable to the operation of 
the specific branch line, and which would 
not be incurred if the branch operation 
would be terminated. Such costs would 
generally represent the total cost gen¬ 
erated by moving each car on that 
branch, on an avoidable basis. 

2. Off-branch costs based on the Com¬ 
mission’s Rail Form A, Statement No. 
IFI-73. determined on a territorial basis 
or by individual railroad. This method 
would reflect the type of handling the 
traffic would receive while off branch. 

Additional comments relating to the 
inclusion of other cost items, such as re¬ 
habilitation costs, would be helpful to 
the development of guidelines that would 
most reasonably and fairly represent the 
cost to the railroad concerned of the 
avoidable and variable branch and off- 
branch costs. 

IV. Investment Base and Reasonable 
Return on Value 

The standard proposed in the original 
notice for determining the value of the 
properties involved was “net liquidation 
value”, that is, the current market value 
of the branch property less the costs 
related to dismantling and disposal of the 
property, with a provision for compul¬ 
sory arbitration. The standard would 
have established a variable rate of re¬ 
turn based on recent experience in the 
sale of equipment trust certificates by 
Class I railroads, that is. the average in¬ 
terest cost during the 3 calendar months 


preceding the month in which the notice 
of termination of service over the branch 
becomes effective. It was contemplated 
that the Office would make that com¬ 
putation and publish the current rate of 
return monthly in the Federal Register. 

Most of the comments received indi¬ 
cated some general agreement that net 
liquidation value was a fair measure. 
However, the comments varied widely as 
to the methods to be used in making the 
determination. Similarly, most comments 
agreed that there would be cases of fail¬ 
ure of the subsidizing body and the rail¬ 
road concerned to agree on the amount 
representing net liquidation value and 
that some form of arbitration would be 
necessary, particularly in view of the 
tight time frames for subsidy determina¬ 
tion that would prevail under the stat¬ 
ute. Here again, there was wide varia¬ 
tion in the precise procedures to be used 
in arbitrating the matter. 

A significant number of the comments 
accepted, in principle, the use of the 
equipment trust certificate interest rate 
as the measure of reasonable return, but 
those comments varied widely in the time 
period to be used to calculate the aver¬ 
age rate—ranging from 20 years to 6 
months. 

The arbitration method proposed in 
the original notice provided that, if the 
parties failed to agree within a reason¬ 
able period, as determined by the sub¬ 
sidizing party, that party would notify 
the railroad of its intention to seek ar¬ 
bitration and each party would appoint 
a representative to agree on an arbitra¬ 
tor or arbitrators. In case of the rail¬ 
road failing to appoint such a representa¬ 
tive within 5 days, or if the representa¬ 
tives fail to agree within 5 days as to an 
arbitrator or arbitrators, the subsidizing 
body could submit the matter for arbi¬ 
tration to the American Arbitration As¬ 
sociation, whose determination would be 
final. 

Although the method of presenting the 
case before the arbitrators was not set 
forth in detail, it could be implied that 
only the subsidizing body and the rail¬ 
road would be invloved in presenting evi¬ 
dence or views before the arbitrators. 

In this regard, several comments sug¬ 
gested that other segments of the public 
should have representation, to present 
views that might not be presented by the 
direct parties at interest, and that meet¬ 
ings of the arbitrators should be open to 
the press and the public. Again, due to 
the stringent time limitations applicable 
to the proceedings, it might be extremely 
time consuming to allow persons, at ran¬ 
dom, to become parties and present their 
individual arguments, often at length, 
without limitation. A possible compro¬ 
mise. however, would be a plan whereby 
the Office of Public Counsel of the Rail 
Services Planning Office might make a 
joint and concentrated presentation on 
behalf of all parties not directly rep¬ 
resented. Comments are requested as to 
the advisability and feasibility of this 
method of “public” representation. 

Several comments suggested that in 
determining, in a proceeding, the “high¬ 
est and best use” of the property, its use 
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for transportation purposes should be 
disregarded, that is. the "highest and 
best use" should be the next best alter¬ 
native to railroad use, and that the best 
test is a bona fide offer, the next is a sale 
of adjacent property, adjusted for dif¬ 
ferences, and then a qualified appraisal. 
One comment suggested a method, cur¬ 
rently used in some arbitration cases, 
which would require both parties to pre¬ 
sent to the arbitrator their final offers, 
in specific dollar amounts, with the ar¬ 
bitrator to choose only one of the two 
figures offered, and not any amount in 
between. This method has the advantage 
of forcing each party to make its best 
reasonable offer, and not make an offer 
that is palpably too high or too low. in 
the hope that the arbitrator will choose 
a compromise figure. Finally, further 
comment is solicited as to what property 
on the branch should be considered. Ad¬ 
ditional comments are solicited on all of 
the points covered by this paragraph. 

Among the alternative methods of de¬ 
termining a reasonable rate of return 
suggested were the following: "imbedded 
costs", or "imbedded average interest 
cost”; the rate of return applicable to 
Federal securities with approximately 
the same lifetime as the subsidy agree¬ 
ment; mortgage bond rate; the interest 
rate railroads would pay on government 
guaranteed loans under the Act; the 
weighted average return for profitable 
lines operating in the region concerned; 
the weighted average cost of capital to 
the railroad or the railroad industry; a 
maximum rate of 125 percent of one-year 
Treasury Notes; and a 10 percent after 
tax return. For this purpose, it is the 
understanding of. the Office that the 
terms "imbedded costs" and "imbedded 
average interest costs" mean the 
weighted average of all indebtedness of 
the railroad concerned. 

There appears to be not direct prece¬ 
dents for the determination of a reason¬ 
able rate of return in cases of this type, 
and the comments seem to indicate that 
there is no universal truth in arriving at 
the fair rate of return which should be 
applied, but that it is a judgmental de¬ 
cision as to the opportunity cost of in¬ 
vestor capital, that is, what could the 
investor earn in an alternative invest¬ 
ment. One argument stated in the com¬ 
ments was that the rate should equate 
a rate the railroad would be able to 
obtain if it were to abandon the line, 
sell the property, and invest the amount 
received from the sale. Another stated 
that it should represent only the rate 
reflecting the capital stock issuance that 
would be avoided by use of the funds 
resulting from the sale. These points; 


the points raised in the preceding para¬ 
graph; the question of what the aver¬ 
aging period should be if interest rates 
on equipment trust certificates are used 
(3 months; 6 months; 1 year; 5 years; 
etc.); and the question whether the rate 
should be a before or after taxes rate, 
appear to be valid considerations that 
warrant further comment. 

V. Other 

Several comments suggested that serv¬ 
ice of notice of intention to terminate 
service over a branch should be sent by 
the railroad concerned to persons in ad¬ 
dition to the Office and the Governors of 
the States concerned, as proposed in the 
original notice. Some comments sug¬ 
gested requiring notice to each shipper 
on such a line; others suggested notice 
to each affected city, town, county, or 
similar political subdivision. While there 
is no doubt that additional notice could 
serve a useful purpose in some cases, the 
flat adoption of these suggestions could 
create problems of both a practical and 
legal nature. For example, the railroad 
concerned might have to expend consid¬ 
erable time and effort in identifying the 
additional persons to whom notice would 
have to be sent and the omission of 
service to any person (even by inad¬ 
vertence) might affect the validity of the 
notice. Other comments contained sug¬ 
gestions that would not give rise to these 
problems, but would broaden the current 
proposed provision by requiring the rail¬ 
road to publish the notice of intention 
to terminate in a newspaper or newspa¬ 
pers of general circulation in the area 
encompassing the branch once a week 
for three weeks at the time the notice 
is sent to the Governor and this Office. 

Several comments found fault with the 
definition of the word "branch" as set 
forth in the proposal, but very few of the 
comments suggested reasonable substi¬ 
tute definitions. It appears that the Act 
itself would treat as a line eligible for 
subsidy any amount of track as to which 
a notice of intention to terminate is 
filed. Any further comments on this mat¬ 
ter will be considered. 

A few comments suggested that cer¬ 
tain factors that should receive atten¬ 
tion by a body contemplating the pay¬ 
ment of a subsidy, such as social and en¬ 
vironmental costs, should be included in 
determining subsidy costs. However, 
these comments did not point out spe¬ 
cific ways in which this could be ac¬ 
complished, in consonance with the pro¬ 
visions of the Act. Specific suggestions 
on this subject are invited. 

Section 1125.7(d) (1), as proposed, pro¬ 
vided for the furnishing, in each notice 


of proposed abandonment, of certain 
statistical information relating to branch 
operations and system operations. The 
Office has under consideration a require¬ 
ment that other information, such as car 
days and locomotive unit hours (includ¬ 
ing train switching) be added to the list 
of items under Table I of the proposal. 

Finally, many of the submissions 
evinced concern as to publish access to 
data and records furnished by the rail¬ 
roads. Suggestions are invited as to how 
this might be accomplished. 

The inclusion in this supplemental 
notice of any material, whether or not 
based on comments already received, 
should not in any manner be construed 
to indicate that the Office has accepted, 
rejected, or otherwise made a final de¬ 
termination with respect to any of the 
issues raised by the notice or the com¬ 
ments thereon. The sole purpose of this 
supplemental notice is to generate addi¬ 
tional information and views to supple¬ 
ment the comments already received. The 
final determination in the proceeding will 
be based on all comments received on 
the subjects covered by the two notices, 
and other information that becomes 
available to the Office, within the period 
ending on the closing date of this notice. 
It is therefore requested that all com¬ 
ments be as specific and detailed as pos¬ 
sible, including the reasoning used by 
the commentator in arriving at his con¬ 
clusions. 

All persons interested in filing state¬ 
ments of their views on this supplemen¬ 
tal notice are invited to do so. State¬ 
ments should be submitted in writing to 
the Office on or before June 17, 1974. An 
original and six copies of any statement 
should be supplied. Because of the severe 
time limitations, imposed by the Re¬ 
gional Rail Reorganization Act of 1973. 
reply statements will not be entertained, 
nor will oral hearings be held. 

In light of the foregoing considera¬ 
tions, It is ordered, That all interested 
persons be invited to participate in this 
proceeding by submitting written rep¬ 
resentations containing statements of 
fact or views. To be considered, the 
original and six copies of each repre¬ 
sentation must be filed on or before 
June 17, 1974. with: 

Rail Services Planning Office 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

By the Commission, Rail Services 
Planning Office. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc.74-12657 Piled 5-30-74;8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment Standards Administration 

MINIMUM WAGES FOR FEDERAL AND 

FEDERALLY ASSISTED CONSTRUCTION 

General Wage Determination Decisions, 
Modifications, and Supersedeas Decisions 

General Wage Determination Decisions 

General Wage Determination Deci¬ 
sions of the Secretary of Labor specify, 
in accordance with applicable law and 
on the basis of information available to 
the Department of Labor from its study 
of local wage conditions and from other 
sources, the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefit payments which are deter¬ 
mined to be prevailing for the described 
classes of laborers and mechanics em¬ 
ployed in construction activity of the 
character and in the localities specified 
therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of such prevailing rates and fringe bene¬ 
fits have been made by authority of the 
Secretary of Labor pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3,1931, as amended <46 Stat. 1494, 
as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a> and of other 
Federal statutes referred to in 29 CFR 
1.1 (including the statutes listed at 36 
FR 306 following Secretary of Labor’s 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are de¬ 
pendent upon determinations by the Sec¬ 
retary of Labor under the Davis-Bacon 
Act; and pursuant to the provisions of 
29 CFR Part 1. Procedure for Predeter- 
mination of Wage Rates, (37 FR 21138) 
and of Secretary of Labor’s Orders 12-71 
and 15-71 (36 FR 8755, 8756). The pre¬ 
vailing rates and fringe benefits deter¬ 
mined in these decisions shall, in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the foregoing 
statutes, constitute the minimum wages 
payable on Federal and federally assisted 
construction projects to laborers and me¬ 
chanics of the specified classes engaged 
on contract work of the character and in 
the localities described therein. 

Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public procedure 
thereon prior to the issuance of these de¬ 
terminations as prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 553 
and not providing for delay in effective 
date as prescribed in that section, be¬ 
cause the necessity to issue construction 
industry wage determination frequently 
and in large volume causes procedures 
to be impractical and contrary to the 
public interest. 

General Wage Determination Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the provisions 
of 29 CFR, Parts 1 and 5. Accordingly, 
the applicable decision together with any 
modifications issued subsequent to its 
publication date shall be made a part of 
every contract for performance of the 
described work within the geographic 
area indicated as required by an appli¬ 
cable Federal prevailing wage law and 29 
CFR, Part 5. The wage rates contained 
therein shall be the minimum paid under 


such contract by contractors and subcon¬ 
tractors on the work. 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions to General Wage Determination 

Decisions 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions to General Wage Determination 
Decisions are based upon information ob¬ 
tained concerning changes in prevailing 
hourly wage rates and fringe benefit pay¬ 
ments since the decisions were issued. 

The determinations of prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits made in the Modifica¬ 
tions and Supersedeas Decisions have 
been made by authority of the Secretary 
of Labor pursuant to the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act of March 3,1931, as 
amended (46 Stat. 1494, as amended, 40 
U.S.C. 276a) and of other Federal 
statutes referred to in 29 CFR 1.1 (in¬ 
cluding the statutes listed at 36 FR 306 
following Secretary of Labor’s Order No. 
24-70) containing provisions for the 
payment of wages which are dependent 
upon determination by the Secretary of 
Labor under the Davis-Bacon Act; and 
pursuant to the provisions of 29 CFR 
Part 1, Procedure for Predetermination, 
of Wage Rates (37 FR 21138). and of 
Secretary of Labor’s Orders 13-71 and 
15-71 (36 FR 8755, 8756). The prevailing 
rates and fringe benefits determined in 
foregoing General Wage Determination 
Decisions, as hereby modified, and/or 
superseded shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of the foregoing statutes, con¬ 
stitute the minimum wages payable on 
Federal and Federally assisted construc¬ 
tion projects to laborers and mechanics 
of the specified classes engaged in con¬ 
tract work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register without 
limitation as to time and are to be used 
in accordance with the provisions of 29 
CFR, Parts 1 and 5. 

Any person, organization, or govern¬ 
mental agency having an interest in the 
wages determined as prevailing is en¬ 
couraged to submit wage rate informa¬ 
tion for consideration by the Depart¬ 
ment. Further information and self- 
explanatory forms for the purpose of 
submitting this data may be obtained by 
writing to the U.S. Department of La¬ 
bor, Employment Standards Adminis¬ 
tration, Office of Special Wage Stand¬ 
ards, Division of Wage Determinations, 
Washington, D.C. 20210. The cause for 
not utilizing the rule-making procedures 
prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 553 has been set 
forth in the original General Wage De¬ 
termination Decision. 

New General Wage Determination 
Decisions 

Massachusetts_; AQ-3180 

AQ-3181 

AQ-3182 

Pennsylvania_ AQ-2123 

AQ-2124 

Modifications to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 

The numbers of the decisions being 
modified and their dates of publication 


in the Federal Register are listed with 


each State. 

Arizona, AQ-1085.— Feb. 15.1974. 

Connecticut: 

AQ 3097: AQ-3098. Do. 

AQ-3149 . Mar. 22. 1974 

AQ-3166; AQ-3167; AQ- 

3168; AQ-3169; AQ- 

3170. May 3,1974. 

Illinois: 

AQ-3088 . Feb. 8, 1974. 

AQ-3156; AQ-3159. Apr. 12, 1974. 

AQ-3161 . Apr. 26. 1974. 

Indiana, AQ-3142... Mar. 22, 1974. 

Louisiana: 

AQ-90 . Mar. 29, 1974. 

AQ-99 . Apr. 19. 1974. 

Minnesota: 

AQ-3099; AQ-3100; AQ- 

3101; AQ-3102. Feb. 22, 1974. 

AQ-3103 . Mar. 8, 1974. 

Montana, AQ-1071_ Jan. 25. 1974. 

New Hampshire. AQ-3145; 

AQ-3146; AQ-3147; AQ- 

3148. Apr. 12, 1974. 

New Jersey: 

AQ-2090; AQ-2091.. Mar. 29, 1974. 

AQ-2093; AQ-2094; AQ- 

2098 . Apr. 12, 1974. 

AQ-2102; AQ-2104. Apr. 19, 1974. 

AQ-2105 -*-. Apr. 26. 1974. 

AQ-2113; AQ-2115. May 3, 1974. 

New Mexico. AQ-82_ Mar. 8, 1974. 

Oklahoma. AQ-109_ May 17,1974. 

Rhode Island. AQ-3119; AQ- 

3120; AQ-3121_ Mar. 1, 1974. 

Virginia, AQ-2111. May 3,1974. 

Washington, D.C., AQ-2110- Do. 


Supersedeas Decisions to General 
Wage Determination Decisions 

Tiie numbers of the decisions being 
superseded and their dates of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register are listed 
with each State. Supersedeas Decision 
numbers are in parentheses following the 
number of the decisions being superseded. 


Connecticut. AQ-2116(AQ- 
2125).. May 10. 1974. 

Delaware. AQ-2116(AQ- 
2125). Do. 

Idaho. AQ-1054(AQ-1110)— Nov. 9, 1973. 

Maine. AQ-2116(AQ-2125) __ May 10,1974. 

Maryland. AQ-2116 (AQ- 

2125) . Do. 

Massachusetts, AQ-2116(AQ 

2125) . Do. 

New Hampshire, AQ-2116 

(AQ-2125) . Do. 

New Jersey, AQ-2U6(AQ- 

2125) . Do. 

New York, AQ-2116 (AQ- 

2125) . Do. 

Pennsylvania. AQ-2116(AQ- 

2125). Do. 

Rhode Island. AQ-2116 (AQ- 

2125) .. Do. 

Tennessee, AQ-4104(AQ- 

4119); AQ—4105(AQ4118)- Oct. 5, 1973. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 24th 
day of May 1974. 

Ray J. Dolan, 
Assistant Administrator, 
Wage and Hour Division. 
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<39 FR 11021 - March 22, 1974) 
Fairfield County, Connecticut 

CHANGE: 

Bricklayers, cement masons-finishers 
marble setters, plasterers, 
terrazzo workers, tile setters 
(Building Only): 

Greenwich 

Glaziers 

Plumbers, Steamfitters: 

Greenwich 

Bridgeport-Easton-Fairfield- 
Monroe-Shelton-Stratford-Trumbull 
Sprinkler fitters 

DECISION #AQ-3166 - Mod. #1 
(39 FR 15616 - May 3, 1974) 

Hartford County, Connecticut 

CHANGE: 

Carpenters, Soft Floor Layers, 
Piledrivermen (Building Only): 
Bristol-Plainville-Canton- 
Berlin-E. Berlin-Kingston- 
Newington-New Britain-MilIdale 
Marion-Plant svi1le-Bloomfield- 
Mar lborough 

Electricians: 

Suffield Township-Thoopsonville 
Village 

Sprinkler fitters 

Footnote: 

b. $.30 per man per week. 

DECISION #AQ-3167 - Mod. #1 
(39 FR 15621 - May 3, 1974) 

Litchfield County, Connecticut 

CHANGE: 

Carpenters, soft floor layers, 
piledrivermen (Building Only): 
Plymouth, Terryville, Karwinton 
Electricians: 

Bridgewater, New Milford 

Glaziers 

Sprinkler fitters 
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DECISION #AQ«3159 - Mod. *1 

(39 FR 13453 - April 12, 1974) 

Will County, Illinois 

CHANGE: 

Electricians: 

Building 

Residential 

Line Construction: 

Linemen 

Cable Splicers 

Groundmen 

DECISION 0AQ-3161 - tod. #1 

(39 FR 14858 - April 26, 1974) 
Champaign County, Illinois 

CHANGE:: 

Line Construction: 

Linemen 

Groundmen Equip. Opr. Class I 
Groundmen Truck Driver W/Winch 
Groundmen Truck Driver W/0 Winch 
Groundmen - Class "A" 
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DECISION #AQ-3088 - Mod. *2 

(39 FR 5102 - February 8, 1974) 
Peoria, Tazewell, Fulton, Hancock, 
Henderson, Knox, McDonough, Mercer, 
Stark 6 Warren Counties, Illinois 

CHANGE: 

Power Equipment Operators: 

Remainder of District #4 

Group I 

Group II 

Group III 

Group IV 

Group V 

DECISION AAQ-3156 - Mod. *1 

(39 FR 13441 - April 12, 1974) 

Peoria & Tazewell Counties, Illinois 

CHANGE: 

Line Construction: 

Linemen 

Groundmen Equip. Opr.-Class I 
Groundmen Truck Driver W/Wlnch 
Groundmen Truck Driver WO/Winch 
Groundmen Class "A" 

Power Equipment Operators:(Building] 
Group I 

Group II 

Group III 

Group IV 

Group V 

Power Equipment Operators:(Dredging) 
Group 1 

Group 2 

Group 3 

Group 4 

Group 5 
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MODIFICATIONS P. 7 MODIFICATIONS P 


NOTICES 


19389 
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DECISION M0-99 - Mod. #2 

(39 FR 14131 - April 19 # 1974) 
Statewide Louisiana 

Change: 

Carpenters: 

Zone 2 

Millwrights: 

Zone 1 

Plledrlverrnen: 

Zone 4 

Cement masons: 

Zone 2 

Ironworkers: 

Zone 6 

Laborers: 

Zone 3: 

Group 1 

Group 2 

Group 3 

Group 4 

Group 5 

Group 6 

Group 7 

Plasterers: 

Zone 3 

Roofers: 

Zone 1: 

Roofers 

Roofers' helpers 

Soft floor layers : 

Zone 1 
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MODIFICATIONS P. 9 MODIFICATIONS P. 10 


19390 


NOTICES 
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MODIFICATIONS P. 13 1 ? MODIFICATIONS P. 14 


19392 


NOTICES 
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DECISION #AQ-3146 - Mod. #1 

(39 FR 13405 - April 12, 1974) 
Strafford County, New Hampshire 

CHANGE: 

Laborers: 

Laborers and pipe layers 

Pneumatic tool op, drillers, 
pavement breakers 

Plasterers tenders 

Blasters and powdermen 

Sprinkler fitters 

Truck Drivers: 

Two axle equipment 

Three axle equipment including 
low beds 

Special earth hauling equipment 
other than conventional type 
on the road trucks and semi¬ 
trailers, trailer dumps 

DECISION ^AO-3147 - Mod. #1 
(39 FR 13464 - April 12, 1974) 
Hillsboro County, New Hampshire 

CHANGE: 

Laborers, Building: 

Common laborers, wreckers, 
tenders and hod carriers, 
asphalt rakers 

Plasterers tenders 

Drillers, pavement breakers, 
jackhanmer operators, and 
chipping gun operator 

All other pneumatic tool operato: 

on boiler and stack work 

Boiler and stack work 

Sprinkler fitters 

Truck Drivers: 

Two axle equipment 

Three axle equipment Including 
low beds 

Special earth hauling equipment 
other than conventional type 
on the road trucks and semi¬ 
trailers, trailer dumps 
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NOTICES 
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NOTICES 
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NOTICES 
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NOTICES 
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DECISION #AQ-2.104 (cont'd) MODIFICATIONS P. 35 _ T 4 ‘ _ * „ ,, MODIFICATIONS P. 36 

_ NJ~1-LAB-2 — 2 Of 2 r-» - . 


NOTICES 
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NOTICES 
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NOTICES 
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DECISION #AQ-31l9 - Mod. #2 
(39 FR 8129 - March 1, 1974) 

Bristol, Kent and Providence 
Counties, Rhode Island 

CHANGE: 

Building Construction: 

Boilermakers 

Bricklayers, cement masons and 
stone masons: 

Ashton, Berkeley, Central Fall; 
Climber land, Lincoln, Lonsdale 
Pawtucket and Valley Falls 
Elevator constructors 

Elevator constructors* helpers 
Elevator constructors' helpers 
(Prob.) 

Glaziers 

Sheet metal worker 

DECISION #A0-3120 - Mod. *1 
(39 FR 8133 - March 1, 1974) 

Newport County, Rhode Island 

CHANGE: 

Building Construction: 

Boilermakers 

Elevator constructors 

Elevator constructors helpers 
Elevator constructors’ helpers 
(prob.) 

Glaziers 

Sheet metal workers 
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man, handling cement; Dumpman; Steam nozzleman; Air and water nosrzle- 
man (green cutter, concrete); Grade checker; Vibrator (less than 
4 M ); Pumpcrete and grout pump crew; Hydraulic monitor 
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AGENCIES WHICH PUBLISHED IN MAY 

This is a list of agencies which published documents in the Federal Register during May 1974. This list appears In the 
final issue of each month. 


THE PRESIDENT 

Executive Orders 

Date 


11781 Economic Stabilization 

Program - 6 

11782 Federal Financing Bank 

Advisory Council - 7 

11783 National Railway Labor 

Conference - 23 

Memoranda 

April 23. 1974—Israel, Emergency 

Security Assistance - 14 

May 3. 1974—Africa Foreign As¬ 
sistance _ 24 

Proclamations 

4289 Law Day. U.S.A., 1974 - 2 

4290 National Arthritis Month, 

1974 . 2 

4291 Older Americans Month, 

1974 -- 2 

4292 National Defense Trans¬ 

portation Day and Na¬ 
tional Transportation 
Week ___ 14 

4293 Retarded Citizens Week, 

1974 - 14 

4294 Prayer for Peace Memorial 

Day. May 27, 1974 - 29 

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

ACTION Agency --- 17 

Administrative Conference of 

United States. . 16,17,29 

Agency for International Devel¬ 
opment _ 17, 22, 24 

Aging Administration - 21 

Agriculture Department - 1. 

2. 3, 6, 7. 8. 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 

20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 28, 29, 30, 31 

Air Force Department - 1, 

3, 17, 23. 24 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 

Health Administration - 13. 24 

Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 

Bureau ..-. 1. 7, 9.10 

Army Department - 2, 6,15, 24 

Arts and Humanities, National 
Foundation on - 13,14, 29 


Atomic Energy Commission- 1. 

2, 3, 6. 7, 8. 9, 10, 15. 16, 17, 20, 21, 
22, 23. 24, 28, 29. 30, 31 
Blind and Other Severely Handi¬ 
capped, Committee for Purchase 

of Products and Services of- 6, 

15,21,31 

Civil Aeronautics Board- 1, 

2, 3, 6. 7. 8, 9. 10, 13, 15, 16. 17, 20, 
21. 22, 23, 24, 28, 29, 30, 31 

Civil Rights Commission_ 3, 

7.13.16,17,21,22, 23,31 

Civil Service Commission_ 1, 

3, 8, 9. 10. 13. 14, 15. 17, 20, 21, 24, 

29. 30, 31 

Coal Research Office_ 1 


Coast Guard_ 2, 8,15,17, 22, 24,30 


Commerce Department - 1,14, 20,22 

Commodity Credit Corporation — 1, 

10.17, 20, 21, 22 
Comptroller of the Currency— 1,13. 22 
Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission _ 1, 7, 9, 16. 20, 22. 23, 28 

Cost of Living Council - 2. 3, 7, 29 

Council on Environmental Qual¬ 
ity. See Environmental Quality 
Council. 

Customs Service- 1, 8.13,16,17, 21, 22, 30 
Defense Civil Preparedness 

Agency - 23 

Defense Communications Agency- 31 

Defense Department - 3, 

7,13, 14.16, 23. 24, 28, 29 
Delaware River Basin Commis¬ 
sion __- 22, 24 

Disease Control Center — 1, 8,10,15,23 
Domestic and International Busi¬ 
ness Administration- 1. 

6, 9, 13. 16. 17, 21, 22, 23, 28, 29, 31 
Drug Abuse Prevention Special 

Action Office - 21 

Drug Enforcement Administra¬ 
tion _ 9, 21. 29 

Economic Opportunity Office - 17, 22 

Education of Disadvantaged Chil¬ 
dren, National Advisory Council 

on __...............—.... 28 

Education Office - 2, 

3. 6. 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16. 17, 20. 21. 
22, 23. 24, 28, 29, 31 
Employment Standards Adminis¬ 
tration _ 3,10,17,23,24.31 

Engineers Corps - 24, 30 

Engraving and Printing Bureau. _ 21 

Environmental Protection Agency . 1, 

2, 3, 6. 7. 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17. 
20. 21, 22, 23, 24, 28, 29. 30. 31 
Environmental Quality Citizens 

Advisory Committee - 1 

Environmental Quality Council— 6, 
13,17, 24,28,31 

Equal Employment Opportunity 

Commission _ 7 

Farmers Home Administration - 6, 

7. 13, 21. 22, 24, 28 
Federal Aviation Administration. 1, 
2. 3. 7, 8. 9, 10. 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
20. 21. 22, 24, 28, 29, 30, 31 
Federal Bureau of Investigation — 23 

Federal Communications Commis¬ 
sion _ 1, 

2, 3. 6, 8, 9,10,13,14,16. 17. 21. 22. 
24. 28. 29. 30, 31 

Federal Contract Compliance Of¬ 
fice . 2.14 

Federal Court Appellate System, 

Commission on Revision of - 13 

Federal Crop Insurance - 6. 9 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration _ 1, 3, 8, 31 

Federal Disaster Assistance Ad¬ 
ministration _ 2.14,15, 21, 22 

Federal Energy Office - 1, 

6, 9. 10,14, 17, 20. 21. 22, 24, 28. 29 


Federal Highway Administration. 6, 

7, 9.14, 15,21,23,29 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board. . 1, 

6, 9, 14, 20,23,29 

Federal Insurance Administra¬ 
tion -__L 6, 9, 17, 23 

Federal Management Policy Of¬ 
fice __-____8,10, 22 

Federal Maritime Commission- 1. 

2. 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. 14, 16, 21. 22, 
24, 28, 30 

Federal Power Commission- 1, 

2, 3, 6, 7. 8, 9, 10. 13. 14. 15, 16, 17. 
20, 21, 23. 24. 28, 29, 30, 31 
Federal Prevailing Rate Advisory 

Committee- 15 

Federal Railroad Administration. 13 

Federal Register- 1 

Federal Reserve System- 1, 

2. 3, 6. 7, 10, 13, 14, 17, 21, 23, 24. 
28. 29, 31 

Federal Supply Service- 1. 

10,14, 21. 28 

Federal Trade Commission- 1. 

3. 13, 14, 16. 20, 21, 22. 30 

Fiscal Service_ 14 

Fish and Wildlife Service- 1. 

2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15. 16, 17, 20. 23, 24, 
28, 30. 31 

Food and Drug Administration— 2. 

6, 7. 8. 9. 10, 14. 15, 16, 22, 23, 24, 
28. 29, 30, 31 

Food and Nutrition Service- 6. 

7, 9, 10. 24, 30 

Foreign Trade Zones Board- 8, 

20, 23, 28 

Forest Service- 1. 

2, 7. 8, 9, 10, 13. 14, 16, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 28. 29. 31 

Gambling, Commission on Review 

of National Policy Toward- 3 

General Services Administration. 1, 

3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14, 17, 22, 24, 29, 31 

Geological Survey_1. 3, 6, 9.16, 29 

Government National Mortgage 

Association_ 28 

Hazardous Materials Regulations 

Board_9,10,15, 22 

Health, Education, and Welfare 

Department - L 

2, 3, 7, 9. 10,15, 20. 23, 24, 29, 30, 31 
Health Resources Administration. 14, 

17. 20,21,24 

Health Services Administration. 14. 23 

Hearings and Appeals Office- 6, 

9.14. 20. 23. 24. 29 

Highway Beautification. Commit¬ 
tee on- 2 

Housing and Urban Development 

Department _ 8. 

10.13, 16, 17, 23. 28, 29, 30 
Immigration and Naturalization 

Service_2,15,17.31 

Indian Affairs Bureau. 9.13,15. 21,29. 31 
Interim Compliance Panel (Coal 

Mine Health and Safety)-2. 28,31 
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Interior Department _ 1, 

2, 3. 7, 8, 9, 10. 13. 16. 20. 21. 22. 
24,28, 29,31 

Internal Revenue Service _ 6, 15, 23 

Interstate Commerce Commission. 1, 
2, 3, 6. 8, 9, 10, 13, 14. 15, 16, 17, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 28, 29. 30, 31 
Interstate Land Sales Registra¬ 
tion Office _ 21,31 

Justice Department _ 6. 9, 22, 29 

Labor Department.. 3. 13, 14, 20, 24, 28 

Labor Statistics Bureau _ 28, 29. 31 

Land Management Bureau _ 1, 

2, 6. 7, 8, 9. 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 

20,21,22, 23.24,29,31 
Law Enforcement Assistance Ad¬ 
ministration _ 3 

Management and Budget Office.. 1, 
2, 3, 6, 8, 9. 10, 13, 14, 15, 16. 17, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 29, 30, 31 

Manpower Administration _ 2, 29 

Maritime Administration _ 3, 

9,15,17, 20,31 

Mines Bureau _ 1, 2, 13 

Mining Enforcement and Safety 

Administration _ 7,14 

National Advisory Committee on 

Oceans and Atmosphere _ 31 

National Aeronautics and Space 

Administration _ 3, 7. 8, 21, 22 

National Bureau of Standards.. . 9, 

15,21,22, 24, 28, 29 
National Credit Union Adminis¬ 
tration _ 7 

National Highway Traffic Safety 

Administration _ 1, 

2, 7, 9, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 22, 24, 29. 
30, 31 


National Institutes of Education _ 3,16 

National Institutes of Health _ 3, 

14, 22, 28, 31 

National Labor Relations Board.. 2 
National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration _ 1, 

3, 6, 8, 13,15,16, 17, 20, 23, 30, 31 

National Park Service _ 2, 

3,6,7,10, 14, 16,21,24,29.31 

National Science Foundation _ 1, 

2, 3, 6, 7. 8. 9. 10, 20, 21, 22, 23, 
24. 28 

National Technical Information 

Service _ 1, 8, 22, 29 

National Transportation Safety 

Board _ 3, 17 

Navy Department _ 28 

Occupational Safety and Health 

Administration _ 1, 

3. 7, 10. 16,21,23,24,28,31 
Oceans and Atmosphere. National 

Advisory Committee on _ 1 

Packers and Stockyards Adminis¬ 
tration _ 8. 17 

Patent Office _ 10 

Pennsylvania Avenue Develop¬ 
ment Corporation _ 29 

Postal Rate Commission _ 23 

Postal Service _ 2, 15, 22 

Public Buildings Service _ 14 

Public Health Service _ 7, 

8,9, 10,13,17, 20,22, 30 
Puerto Rico, Ad Hoc Advisory 

Group on. __ 21 

Railroad Retirement Board _ 23 

Reclamation Bureau _ 13, 16, 29 

Rural Electrification Administra¬ 
tion - 2, 8, 16, 24 


St. Lawrence Seaway Develop¬ 
ment Corporation_28,31 

Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission _ l, 

2. 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. 14, 15, 16, 20, 

21,22,23, 24.29,30, 31 
Selective Service System. _ 2, 7, 13, 17 

Small Business Administration_ 1, 

2. 3, 8. 10. 13, 14, 16, 17, 20, 21, 

23,31 

Social and Economic Statistics 

Administration_1, 10, 24 

Social and Rehabilitation Service. 1, 

8,10, 20, 28 

Social Security Administration.. 1, 

7,10.16, 22, 28 

Soil Conservation Service_ 1, 

2, 6, 9, 21, 24, 29 

Southeastern Regional Manpower 

Advisory Committee_ 10 

State Department_ 1, 

7, 10,13.16, 20, 22, 24, 30 
Supplementary Centers and Serv¬ 
ices, National Advisory Council 

on__ 23 

Tariff Commission.. 1, 

3,8, 10,13, 24,29, 30 
Textile Agreements Implementa¬ 
tion Committee.. 1, 2, 3, 9, 14, 22, 28 

Transportation Department_21, 28. 31 

Travel Service, U.S_ 24 

Treasury Department.. 7. 15, 20, 21, 28 

Veterans Administration_ 1. 

13,14, 16, 20, 23, 29 

Wage and Hour Division_1, 17, 22 

Women. Citizens 1 Advisory Council 
on Status of_ 3 


l 
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FEDERAL REGISTER 

CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—MAY 

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during May. 


3 CFR Page 

Proclamations: 

4289 _ 15251 

4290 _ 15253 

4291 15255 

4292 ___ 17213 

4293 ..._ .17215 

4294 ...-.I 8627 

Executive Orders: 

IIKfiQ fcr»A TTO 117R1) 15749 

7 CFR—Continued p ®«* 

911 __ 15097, 18447, 19220 

916 _ 17831 

7 CFR—Continued Pag ® 

Proposed Rules—C ontinued 

Ch. IX __ _18100 

917 _ 17756, 18090 

911 __ 15284 

918 _ - __ 18447 

915_ - 15488 

944 .. 16472, 17970 

916 _ 18795 

953 ..- 17429, 17833 

987 __ 18091 

917 _ _ _ _ 18796 

918 __- 17767 

1007 _ 15762 

923 _ 17851 

1030 ___15405 

924 _ 16361 

1032 __— 15417 

927 __ 18112 

11* fcM irn n7Rl ) 15749 

1046 _ - 15427 

928 .. 17236 

11 «07 (cad wo 11-7R1 ) 15749 

1049 _15437 

930 .. 17105,18796 

11695 (superseded In part by 

EO 117811 - 15749 

1050 _ 15448 

944 ....15141 

1060 _ 16232 

1001 _ -- 15488 

11723 (superseded in part by 
Trrtii7Rii 15749 

1061 _ 16242 

1002 _ 15488 

1062 _ 15458 

1004 __ 15488 

11730 (superseded in part by 
irr> 117R1i 15749 

1063 _ 16251 

1015 _ 15488 

1064 __ 16260 

1033 _ 15488 

117ia rcAp F.n 117R1) 15749 

1065 - _10273 

1036 __ 15488 

117fii _ 15749 

1068 -__ 16285 

1040 __— 15488 

11789 . 15991 

1069 _ 16294 

1049 _ __ 15488 

117R3 _ 18067 

1070 ___16303 

1068 ___ _ 19221 

Presidential Documents Other 

Than Executive Orders and 
Proclamations: 

Memorandum of Apr. 23.1974. 17216 
Memorandum of May 3,1974. 18277 

5 CFR 

213 _ 15383, 

1071 _15775 

1136 ___18114 

1073 . _ 15786 

1201 ... _ 18463 

1076 _16312 

1207 __ 18463 

1018 _ 16321 

1421 17767, 17768 

1079 .. 16278.16328 

1090 -__ 15798 

1094 _ -- 15807 

mQfi _- 15817 

1701 __ 16362 

8 CFR 

103 __ 19201 

ino7 _ 15826 

204 __ _ 17528 

16228, 16229, 16851, 17096. 17303. 
17527, 17847, 18279, 18629, 18761 
532..—..16439 

inQR _ 15836 

238 ... 17528 

1099 _ 15469 

U09 15847 

242 ... 17304 

316a ___ 17528 

733.. 16851. 18279, 18761 

1104 _ 15997 

Proposed Rules: 

930 _ __ 15110 

1106 _ _ 16008 

6 CFR 

150 . _16126 

1108 _ 15855 

9 CFR 

77 .. 15756 
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‘‘Bureaucrat’s Bible” or 
“Guerrilla Handbook”? 


United States 

Government 

Manual 

1973/74 Edition 

The Manual has been called the "bureaucrat’s 
bible." It has also been called a "guerrilla war¬ 
fare handbook for citizens tired of jousting with 
windmills." 

As the United States Government Organization 
Manual, it has been a familiar aid to business¬ 
men, researchers, lawyers, and students seek¬ 
ing current information about the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment. This year, the title has been changed 
to reflect a broader emphasis on consumer- 
interest programs, although the agency organi¬ 
zation charts are still included. 

A fresh, modern format highlights a "Sources 
of Information” section for most agencies, with 
addresses and telephone numbers for obtaining 
information on: 

• Employment 

• Government contracts 

• Environmental programs 

• Small business opportunities 

• Federal publications 

• Speakers and films available to civic and edu¬ 
cational groups 

$/l 95 

"Tper copy 

Paparbound, with charts 



MAIL ORDER FORM To: 

Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 

Enclosed find $... . (check, money order, or Supt. of Documents coupons). Please send 

me .. copies of the UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT MANUAL. 1973/74, at $4.95 

per copy. (Catalog No. GS 4.109:973) (Stock No. 2203-00898) 


Please charge this order 
to my Deposit Account 

No ..... 


Name .... 

Street address ...-. 

City and State . ZIP Code 


For Use of Supt Docs. 

. Enclosed . 

To be mailed 

_ later ... 

_ Subscription 

Refund 

Coupon refund - 

Postage 









































